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“THE PROVING 
GROUND 


Pryress 


OR more than fifty years the Gulf, Mobile and 

Northern Railroad has served Mobile, Alabama. 
Originally the bulk of traffic of this port consisted of 
lumber and cotton. Later, and particularly during the 
past decade, Mobile has experienced remarkable growth, 
both in number and variety of industries. The outlay for 
new manufacturing plants recently built or announced 
for early construction exceeds twelve million dollars. 


Pulp, paper and wallboard production, bauxite reduc- 
tion, naval stores extraction, chemicals and a new type 
of veneer production are new industries being added to 
an already varied list. Several of these plants represent 
entirely new departures in industrial development. 


The Gulf, Mobile and Northern is keeping pace with 
these new industrial needs both in the handling of rate 
structures and in transportation facilities. 


L. A. TIBOR, Traffic Manager. 
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Our Platform 


A revised system of transportation regulation based 
on modern competitive conditions, instead of patchwork 
amendment of the old law to make it apply to new trans- 
port agencies; less, instead of more, government control. 

Private ownership and operation of all transport. 
Take the government out of the ocean and inland water- 
way transportation business. 

Keep politics out of rate-making. 

A scientific determination by competent and unbiased 
investigation as to whether commercial motor vehicles are 
paying their fair share of the cost of highways used by 
them in their business, and a uniform application of the 
principles thus arrived at. 

Proper payment by inland waterway transport for the 
use of the waterways as a place of doing business. 

Equalization of regulation and treatment of the vari- 
ous agencies of transport and jurisdiction over all of them 
by the same body or coordinated bodies. 

Realization by railroads that they must do something 
by way of group operating economies to help themselves 
in their depressed condition, and cooperation by shippers 
in such economies. 

An Interstate Commerce Commission composed of 
men, not only of good character and general ability, but 
with some special training in and knowledge of the mat- 
ters with which they have to deal. 

Non-discriminatory and reasonable rates for shippers, 
but a rate level high enough to give the transport agencies 
the adequate revenue prescribed by sound public policy. 

A traffic department, in charge of a capable traffic 
man, for every business concern doing any considerable 
amount of shipping, and a realization by industrial traffic 
men that they must equip themselves to give the sort of 
service that will justify employing them. 





AMLIE NOMINATION WITHDRAWAL 


N the letters of President Roosevelt and Thomas R. 
Amlie relating to the withdrawal of the latter’s 
nomination to be a member of the Commission, refer- 
ence is made to “a minority member” of the Commis- 
sion. Why a “minority” member? The law simply 
provides that not more than six members of the Com- 
mission shall be chosen from the same political party. 
After appointment, a member of the Commission has 
the same standing as any other member, no matter 
what his political affiliations are, and such affiliations 
have nothing to do with a commissioner’s duties. 
We think Mr. Amlie’s letter proves conclusively 
that he is not fit to serve on the Commission. He lives 


in a world different from that in which the Commis- 
sion must move. It seems to be implied that the 
holding of unusual economic and political views is 
justification for appointing a man to the Commission. 
Mr. Amlie worries about the future of American 
democracy because he is prevented from sitting on the 
Commission, but we think there would be greater 
danger of it not surviving if there should be any degree 
of success in appointing to government commissions 
men who believe “radical” measures are necessary. 

The Commission is no “proving ground” for the 
testing of radical economic theories. There is a job 
to be done by it—a well defined job—and there should 
be no monkey business about it. 

The President may select nominees to the Com- 
mission from hundreds of qualified men—men who 
could earn their salt from the day of taking the oath 


of office. Why should the public have to pay any other 
kind? 


RAILROADS AND LABOR 


6¢ F5NOR the*moment the railroad managements have 

got in bed with railroad labor, probably because 
they know that labor now has much more political 
power than they have,” said Commissioner Eastman, 
in a radio broadcast last week. 

The commissioner—of whom rail labor leaders do 
not speak as kindly as they once did, because he says 
things not pleasing to their ears—here made an obser- 
vation the truth of which is apparent to all who have 
been following the “strategic” moves of railroad man- 
agement. 

An important part of the strategy is to do nothing 
to offend labor. Thus, the spokesmen for management 
say nothing before the congressional committees con- 
sidering proposed transportation legislation about the 
imperative need for amendment of the railway labor 
act and legislation providing a method for determina- 
tion of whether the rules governing working conditions 
impose an unjustifiable burden on the railroads. 

Luther M. Walter, speaking for himself, recom- 
mended to the committees that something be done 
about the railroad labor problem in connection with 
the effort to enact remedial legislation. Though he 
was not speaking for the Chicago Great Western, his 
experience as co-trustee of that railroad convinced him 
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that one of the major troubles of the railroads was 
due to an unfair law and the inability in present cir- 
cumstances to obtain an impartial review of the work- 
ing rules and the findings as to their fairness. The 
greatest praise is due Mr. Walter for bringing this sub- 
ject to the attention of the committees. If there were 
more men like him, there might be a chance of bringing 
about sound conditions in the relations between railroad 
management and railroad labor. 

Before us is a pamphlet entitled, “Railroad Pro- 
gram,” dated September, 1938, issued by the Associa- 
tion of American Railroads. It has been widely circu- 
lated. Under the heading, “Measures for Future Con- 
sideration,” criticism is made of the railway labor act 
and it is recommended that the act be amended; amend- 
ments to meet such criticism were submitted by Mr. 
Walter to the congressional committees. 

Spokesmen for management may say there is no 
inconsistency in its remaining silent at this time with 
respect to amendment of the railway labor act, because 
this part of the railroad program was listed for con- 
sideration in the future. Other subjects on the pro- 
gram, however, likewise listed for future consideration, 
are included in H. R. 4862, the President’s committee- 
of-six bill, which has the support of at least the board 
of directors of the Association of American Railroads, 
and enactment thereof at this session has been urged 
before both the Senate and House committees. These 
subjects relate to consolidation, to power of the states 
as to rates, to tolls for commercial use of inland water- 
ways, to reparation, and to relief on account of con- 
struction or reconstruction of bridges across navigable 
waterways, among other things. Labor has no objec- 
tion to these proposals, however, and so they are trans- 
ferred from the railroads’ “future” program to the 
present plan. 


When will those who represent railroad manage- 
ment stop trying to be “smart” about meeting the 
issues that confront the railroads and face them frankly 
and courageously with recommendations believed by 
them to be sound, whether or not they offend labor? 
If, as the railroads say, one of their major problems 
has to do with the railway labor act and working rules 
and conditions, why should consideration of that be 
deferred? Of course, labor would oppose any move 
to take from it preferences which it enjoys. That is 
to be expected but, unless management begins the fight 
for establishment of sound conditions, nothing will ever 
be done. 


Much has been said about the unfairness to man- 
agement resulting from application of the Wagner act 
by the National Labor Relations Board. Business men 
are seeking amendment of that act, but those in charge 
of the railroads remain silent as to the railway labor 
act under which their hands are tied and a review in 
court is denied them. 

Railroad management would have displayed cour- 
age and statesmanship if it had placed before Congress 
the entire railroad problem, from the viewpoint of 
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management, with recommendations as to what should 
be done about it. It should have made no “deal” with 
labor. The board of directors of the Association of 
American Railroads made a mistake when it approved 
the recommendations of the President’s committee-of- 
six; it should have stood on the program approved by 
the association and the recommendations of the Presi- 
dent’s committee should have been considered for what 
they were worth and in the light of the fact that they 
represented a compromise of views of the members 
of that committee. The members of that committee 
were not nominated by the railroad management or 
labor groups—they were selections of the President. 
There was no obligation on the part of railroad man- 
agement, as represented by the A. A. R. board of direc- 
tors, to do anything about the committee-of-six report. 

Not only has railroad management failed in meet- 
ing its responsibilities with respect to railroad labor, 
but others have done so and the appearance of Mr. 
Walter as virtually the sole champion of remedial 
action becomes the more conspicuous. The National 
Industrial Traffic League steered clear of this subject 
at its annual meeting last November, though at its spe- 
cial meeting February 23 it approved a statement that 
one of the most important factors in the present con- 
dition of the railroads “arises from labor costs,” and 
that, as a result of negotiations between the carriers 
and the employes and of decisions by adjustment 
boards, “the carriers are paying for work which is not 
done or is unnecessary.” But it is not pushing for 
legislation on the subject. 

Never was there clearer recognition of a problem 
with nothing done about it. 

The railroads’ program on labor legislation—which 
is now getting the silent treatment from its proponents 
—follows: 

In the administration of the railway labor act and par- 
ticularly those portions which deal with the work of the ad- 
justment boards, many difficulties have been encountered, pro- 
ducing delay and unsatisfactory results. 

A fundamental weakness of the present law is the tem- 
porary character of the referees, who are employed on a per 
diem basis for particular cases. The referee does not sit and 
hear the testimony but is called on only in the event of a dead- 
lock of the board. No record of the evidence is made, either 
for submission to the referee or for any other purpose, and the 
parties are not even permitted to appear before him. 

Another fundamental weakness is that no provision is 
made for court review at the instance of the railroad, and the 
only provision referring to court review is that which contem- 
plates suits by the employes for the enforcement of awards. 
Experience has shown that the employes refuse to take awards 
in their favor to the courts, as contemplated by the statute, 
but prefer to enforce them through threats of strike. 

Experience has indicated that a limitation should be put 


upon the time within which claims can be presented. In prac- 
tically all similar laws there are appropriate statutes of 
limitation. 

There has been a growing disposition on the part of certain 
referees to consider questions of discipline pure and simple, 
having nothing to do with the proper interpretation of rules. 

To remedy these situations, it is recommended that section 
3 of the railway labor act, creating the National Board of Ad- 
justment, be amended. 


Among the many examples of unfairness under 
the present law and the administration of it that could 
be cited is the case of an engineer, fired March 13, 1937, 

(Continued on page 886) 


en ee 


April 22, 1939 





Current Topics in 
Washington 





Perhaps it is time for the 
sons of St. George to weep. 
They sent their crack train, the 
Coronation Scot, to be viewed 
Carry the Coronation Scot by their Yankee cousins, on the 

Norwegian ship, Belpamela, out 
of Oslo. Britannia undoubtedly rules the wave. Seemingly, 
however, Norway, her little cousin, carries the freight, even 
the passenger train that upholds the glory of the English 
railroads. 

And when the Belpamela docked at Locust Point, Balti- 
more, Uncle Dan’l Willard had his photographer present to 
make a shot showing the Norse flag straight in the wind at 
the taffrail and coaches of the Coronation Scot on the deck 
slightly for’ard of amidships. And in the interior of the Balti- 
more and Ohio magazine for March, President Willard has 
pictures showing the steel truss beam to which is hanging the 
engine of the Coronation Scot being put ashore by the ship’s 
tackle just as if it were the toy engine father bought for 
junior last Christmas. 

Perhaps the equivalent of the Maritime Commission in 
England, like that body in the United States, is now bemoaning 
the fact that Englishmen do not always patronize English ships. 
However, it may be pointed out that the Belpamela specializes 
in handling railroad rolling stock. She bears the name of 
Armstrong’s, Newcastle-on-Tyne, as builder. Therefore, though 
flying the flag of Norway and marked as having been built in 
a British yard, she may be American-owned, such being the 
fact with regard to many ships on the seven seas. 


Web-Footed Britons Use 
Norwegian Ship to 





It seems the territory of the 
United States is not the only spot 
on earth where the newspapers take 
their pens in hand to make observa- 
tions about supposedly friendly na- 
tions that do not pay what they 
owe. For confirmation of that idea the following from the 
Panama Star and Herald may be studied: 


But ratification or no ratification of the (Panama) treaty is no rea- 
son for the further holding up of the canal rental. Six years rental 
will be due Panama on the 26th of this month (February). This is a 
situation probably without a parallel. Leaving out what the people of 
Panama think about the matter, the opinions of others here on the 
isthmus, including hundreds of United States citizens, are opposed to 
the continued staving off of a just debt. Around three million dollars 
is a lot of money for a country like Panama to have held up. 

As the back rental payment is covered by a separate convention 
altogether it has nothing whatever to do with action on the treaty, not 
even with the road convention, another crying necessity, which is cov- 
ered by a separate agreement also. We don’t know whether Panama has 
sent any duns or not, but if so, they have been treated exactly like the 
debtor nations of Europe have treated the duns sent out by the United 
States Treasury Department regularly account of war debts. It is to 
be hoped that payment of Panama Canal rental is not in any way de- 
pendent on payment of these self-same war debts. The attitude taken 
by some of the debtor nations, it will be remembered, was that they 
could not pay the United States until others had paid them. 


And So Uncle Sam 
Himself May Be Some- 
thing of a Welsher 





It may have been reasonable in 
1914 for Congress to exclude rail- 
road-owned ships from the Panama 
Canal and to allow them on other 
waters only when holding a permit 
from the Commission, but it might 
be suggested that this is 1939; also that, in the war period, 
railroad-owned ships did not depart from their accustomed 
routes to grab the juicy war cargo rates. 

As pointed out by C. T. Stripp, traffic manager of the 
National Malleable and Steel Castings Company (elsewhere in 
this issue), foreign ships, whether privately or railroad-owned, 
are free to use the Canal and make rates without a bit of 
control by the Commission. 

R. V. Fletcher told only part of the story of the havoc, 
actual or prospective, following in the train of the enactment 
(see Traffic World, April 8, p. 792). The Commission’s order 
did drive railroad-owned ships off the Great Lakes and they 
were not replaced by others, as he said. The lake ports of 
Cleveland and Buffalo, however, looked more forlorn than 


Exclusion by Panama 
Canal Act of Rail- 
road-Owned Ships 
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Chicago. At least, it seemed so to men living at those ports. 

A like disaster was prevented on Chesapeake Bay through 
the shippers getting down on their knees asking the railroads 
to keep their boats disturbing the peace of the bay crabs, 
ducks, and other good things to eat. At the same time, they 
prayed the Commission to withhold its hand and authorize the 
railroads, particularly the Pennsylvania, not to do them such 
foul injury. In that way they saved their service, notwith- 
standing the fact that the ships competed with Pennsylvania 
rail lines on both shores of the bay, or the ‘other way about, if 
that is preferred. 

It is doubtful whether the railroad-owned boats ever made 
any money for their owners, considered as independent enter- 
prises, but they were feeder lines and, in the end, the traffic 
they brought to the rails may have been profitable. 

In the eyes of veteran traffic men it is a question whether 
the fear of rail competition with water lines was ever on a 
good foundation. Effort to restore water transportation, after 
it disappeared because rail service was better, it is certain, has 
cost hundreds of millions, some profit going to a relatively few 
able to use it. 





Thomas Jefferson once shuddered 
when he thought of the possibility of 
the American people’s lives being or- 
dered from Washington. He suffered 
at the thought of the farmers looking 
to Washington for nods to tell them 
when to sow and when to reap. Then he thought the people 
should lack for bread. 

But, so far as can be recalled, he failed to imagine the 
horror of a sovereign state being dependent on a mere Wash- 
ington bureau for money wherewith to carry on its functions. 
A Tennessee Valley Authority that would, like Lady Bountiful, 
pass out money to enable to states to carry on their functions, 
apparently, was beyond his imagination. 

Yet that is what, according to a report from Knoxville, 
Tenn., capital city of the TVA, has planned to do. That 
bureau, according to the report, has graciously decided to in- 
crease “tax payments” to Tennessee and Alabama “to some 
higher figure” than five per cent of the gross electric revenues 
now being paid to fill the hole in the treasuries of counties in 
those states caused by taking lands for flooding for “power, 
navigation, and flood control’ purposes. Naturally, when those 
lands were taken, taxes on them ceased. 

Tennessee stands to lose about $3,000,000 a year by reason 
of the sale of Commonwealth and Southern electric properties 
to TVA because it is assumed the state may not tax the prop- 
erty of the United States. Perhaps, however, when the matter 
is studied more thoroughly, it will be found that it is possible, 
under the Eupreme Court’s decision about the legality of states 
putting income taxes on the salaries of federal government 
employes, that the states may tax federal property and the 
federal government may tax state property. 

Without considering that possibility, however, TVA has 
decided that, in addition to bestowing more money on Tennes- 
see and Alabama. it will begin giving some to Kentucky, North 
Carolina, Mississippi, and Georgia. 

The board of directors of TVA said that its proposed 
action definitely raised a fundamental question to this effect: 
“Should a larger share of TVA’s surplus power earnings be 
turned back to the federal taxpayers than the law now pro- 
vides, or should a larger share be paid over to tax payers in 
the states in which the projects are operating?” The board 
said it proposed to answer that question by increasing the 
share returnable to the state taxpayers. 

Some year when it seemed possible a state was not in- 
clined to “vote right,” it might be suggested that the .board 
could decide it would not pay as much to it as theretofore. 


Alabama and Other 
States Go on the 
TVA Tax Dole 





While the Supreme Court, 
in the estimation of a re- 
spectable number of persons, 
has done some _ clown-like 
things in dealing with New 
Deal legislation, this week it 
decided that the rule or doctrine laid down in Smyth vs. 
Ames, 169 U. S. 466, was too good to be superseded by a New 
Deal adopted conception, “prudent investment,” in the mak- 
ing of valuations on which to found rate decisions. A sug- 
gestion to that effect was made in a brief, filed as a friend 
of the court in Dennis Driscoll et al., members of the Penn- 
sylvania Commission vs. Edison Light and Power Company, 
by the Department of Justice, the Federal Power Commis- 
sion, and the Federal Communications Commission. It was 
ignored. 

To some self-designated advanced thinkers the rule or 


Mumbo-Jumbo Stays in 
Valuation Rule and Prudent 
Investment Is Kept Out 
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doctrine in Smyth vs. Ames, is mumbo-jumbo. To most of 
those who believe themselves to be level-headed, even if 
laymen, the rule in that case is that when a government body 
places a value on the property of a public utility it must 
take into consideration everything having a bearing on the 
question of value. Everything must be considered because 
the making of a rate is a taking of property. Valuation of 
railroad property, practically ever since the law has been on 
the books, has been a useless expense, because rates have 
not been based on value, if they ever were. 

Justice Frankfurter, in a separate expression, concurring 
in the results in the Pennsylvania utility case, wailed over 
his colleagues not only failing to throw the Smyth vs. Ames 
rule out of the window but actually, he said, giving needless 
new vitality “to the mischievous formula for fixing utility 
rates in Smyth vs. Ames.” Justice Black joined him at the 
wailing wall. Justice Reed, a Roosevelt appointee, wrote 
the opinion so unsatisfactory to the government lawyers. 

The governmental bodies, parties to the “friend of the 
court” brief, suggested that this case afforded the court oppor- 
tunity “to write off the books an unsound and unworkable 
rule of rate making.” Justice Frankfurter said the old rule 
should “certainly not be invoked when it is not necessary to 
do so.” Smyth vs. Ames, decided in 1898, was the case in 
which the new dealers of 1896, led by William Jennings Bryan, 
sought to convince the courts that “reproduction new” cost 
was the proper foundation on which to build rate decisions. 
Prices in 1896, when the case was begun, were very low. It 
would have cost much less then to reproduce a railroad than 
it had cost when it was built. But by the time the case was 
decided prices had begun their ascent, McKinley being cred- 
ited with having “opened the mills” and not the mints, as 
Bryan and other free coinage of gold and silver had advo- 
cated, pinning their economic faith on the quantitative theory 
of money, wholly.—A. E. H. 


RAILROADS AND LABOR 
(Continued from page 884) 


for violation of “Rule G’—which means for being in- 
toxicated on duty. The Railroad Adjustment Board, 
after “hearing the case,’’ found that there was a “mild 
violation” of the rule, but that the evidence did not 
warrant a conviction for intoxication and that the 
penalty was excessive, especially in view of the en- 
gineer’s long record without similar charge. So, Feb- 
ruary 15, 1939, he was reinstated with half pay for 
the nearly two years he had been off the pay roll. Half 
pay for being half drunk is the principle, and, because 
of labor politics, the railroads are unable to protect 
their passengers from the danger of being hauled in 
trains guided by drunken engineers—or half drunken 
ones, to be meticulous. 

Both the public and the railroads ought to howl 
about such conditions, but the public knows little about 
them—thanks to the “public relations” departments of 
the railroads and the way they are not allowed to do 
the work they should do—and the railroads are afraid 
to speak! 





RAILROAD EARNINGS 


Preliminary reports from eighty-eight Class I railroads, 
representing 81.9 per cent of total operating revenues, received 
and made public by the Association of American Railroads, 
showed that these railroads, in March, 1939, had estimated 
operating revenues amounting to $257,989,504 compared with 
$231,876,934 in the same month of 1938 and $370,168.402 in 
the same month of 1930 (see Traffic World, April 15). Operat- 
ing revenues of those roads in March, 1939, were 11.3 per cent 
above those for March, 1938, but 30.3 per cent below March, 
1930, says the association’s statement, adding: © 


Freight revenues of the Class I railroads in March, 1939, amounted 
to $211,034,976, compared with $185.327,568 in March, 1938, and $284,- 
999,409 in March, 1930. Freight revenues in March, 1939, were 13.9 
per cent above the same month of 1938, but 26.0 per cent below the 
same month in 1930. 

Passenger revenues in March, 1939, according to these preliminary 
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reports from 88 Class I railroads, totaled $25,472,504, compared with 
$25,392,971 in March, 1938, and $50,859,135 in March, 1930. For the 
month of March, 1939, they were 0.3 per cent above the same month 
in 1938, but 49.9 per cent below the same month in 1930. 


Eastern District 


Thirty-six Class I railroads, representing 90.6 per cent of total 
operating revenues in the eastern district, in March, 1939, had esti- 
mated operating revenues of $141,387,822, compared with $121,513,356 
in March, 1938, and $202,945,518 in March, 1930. Operating revenues 
of the 36 Class I railroads in the eastern distriet in March, 1939, were 
16.4 per cent above the same month of 1938, but 30.3 per cent below 
March, 1930. 

Freight revenues of those railroads in March, 1939, amounted to 
$114,429,018, compared with $94,836,269 in March, 1938, and $153,187,- 
368 in March, 1930. Freight revenues of those railroads in March, 
1939, were 20.7 per cent above the same month in 1938, but 25.3 per 
cent below the same period in 1930. 

Passenger revenues of those roads in March, 1939, totaled $15,645,- 
720, compared with $15,562,214 in March, 1938, and $30,598,544 in 
March, 1930. Passenger revenues in March, 1939, showed an increase 
of 0.5 per cent compared with March, 1938, but a decrease of 48.9 per 
cent compared with March, 1930 

Southern District 

Sixteen Class I railroads, representing 62.4 per cent of total operat- 
ing revenues in the southern district, had estimated operating revenues 
in March, 1939, of $28,142,795, compared with $26,074,146 in March, 
1938, and $38,564,017 in March, 1930. Operating revenues of the 16 
Class I railroads in the southern district in March, 1939, were 7.9 
per cent above those for the same month in 1938, but 27.0 per cent 
below March, 1930. 

Freight revenues of those railroads in March, 1939, amounted to 
$23,239,873, compared with $21,290,431 in March, 1938, and $30,506,168 
in March, 1930. Freight revenues of those railroads in March, 1939, 
were 9.2 per cent above the same month in 1938, but 23.8 per cent 
below the same month in 1930. 

Passenger revenues of those roads in March, 1939, totaled $2,607,- 
282 compared with $2,532,343 in March, 1938, and $4,959,338 in March, 
1930, being 3.0 per cent above March, 1938, but 47.4 per cent below 
March, 1930. 

Western District 

Thirty-six Class I railroads, representing 78.7 per cent of total 
operating revenues in the western district, had estimated operating 
revenues in March, 1939, of $88,458,887 compared with $84,289,432 in 
March, 1938, and $128,658,867 in March, 1930. Operating revenues of 
the 36 Class I railroads in the western district in March, 1939, were 
an increase of 4.9 per cent compared with the same month of 1938, but 
a decrease of 31.2 per cent compared with March, 1930. 

Freight revenues of those railroads in March, 1939, amounted to 
$73,366,085 compared with $69,200,868 in March, 1938, and $101,305,873 
in March, 1930. Freight revenues of those railroads in March, 1939, 
were 6.0 per cent above the same month in 1938, but 27.6 per cent 
below the same month in 1930. 

Passenger revenues of those roads in March, 1939, amounted to 
$7,219,502 compared with $7,298,414 in March, 1938, and $15,301,253 
in March, 1930. Passenger revenues of those railroads in March, 1939, 
were 1.1 per cent below the same month in 1938, and 52.8 per cent 
below the same month in 1930. 


POOLING L. C. L. TRAFFIC 


Senator Reed, of Kansas, has introduced S. J. Res. 117 to 
provide for the pooling by the railroads of their less-than-car- 
load freight traffic. 

The resolution asserts that the Federal Coordinator of 
Transportation more than five years ago made a comprehensive 
study of the method of handling less-than-carload freight by 
the railroads and that at such time an advisory committee 
consisting, among others, of L. O. Head, president of the Rail- 
way Express Agency; John F. Deasy, vice-president, Penn- 
sylvania Railroad Co.; Frank W. Robinson, vice-president, 
Union Pacific Railroad; and Charles Barham, vice-president, 
Nashville, Chattanooga & St. Louis Railway, unanimously 
reached the conclusion that the railroads should, in their own 
interest, as well as in the- public interest, pool all less-than- 
carload traffic, because such traffic was being handled in an 
unprofitable and wasteful manner to the railroads, and in an 
unsatisfactory and inefficient way so far as the public was 
concerned. 

After a period of five years, says the resolution, the rail- 
roads have not been able to agree among themselves on the 
method to be used in pooling all less-than-carload traffic. 
Therefore, Senator Reed proposes that Congress shall provide 
that, on and after January 1, 1940, it shall be unlawful for 
any common carrier by railroad subject to the provisions of the 
interstate commerce act to handle its less-than-carload freight 
in any other manner than through a single agency created by 
all such carriers, subject to such rules, regulations, and divi- 
sions of earnings among the participating carriers as shall be 
approved by the Commission. It is provided that any employe 
displaced by the pooling of such less-than-carload freight traffic 
shall be subject to the so-called Washington agreement pro- 
viding for employes displaced through coordination or other 
economy measures. 





—————————E~ 
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Decisions of Interstate Commerce Commission 


Oe Oor®: 


FORWARDER REPORT MODIFIED 


CTING on contentions of western territory railroads, the 
« X% Commission, in a supplemental report, written by Commis- 
sioner Porter, in No. 27365, freight forwarding investigation 
(transportation of consolidated carload freight), on further con- 
sideration, has modified its findings in the prior report, 2291. C. 
C. 201, relating to the use of all-commodity rates, advancing 
charges of forwarding companies, and expedition of forwarder 
traffic over the Missouri-Kansas-Texas to Dallas, Tex. Except 
as to the modifications indicated, the Commission has denied 
petitions of the railroads for reargument, reconsideration and 
modification. 

Concurring in part, Commissioner Eastman said he agreed 
with the action here taken so far as it was consistent with the 
conclusions stated in his separate expression in the prior report, 
to which conclusion, he said, he adhered. He would also grant 
in their entirety, said he, the petitions which had been filed 
with reargument and reconsideration, except that with respect 
to those filed by respondents, the New York Central, the Chesa- 
peake & Ohio, the Pere Marquette and the trustees of the 
Erie, he would limit the reopening to the questions raised with 
respect to violations of sections 2 and 6 of part I of the inter- 
state commerce act. Commissioner Mahaffie joined in that 
expression. 

Rail lines operating in western territory, contended, said 
the report, that the rule prescribed in the prior report at pages 
242, 251 and 256 concerning carload shipments moving under 
all-commodity rates were arbitrary, impracticable, would cur- 
tail the use of the all-commodity rates in many instances and 
cause a diversion of much of the traffic now moving by rail 
to other forms of transportation. 


Some of the all-commodity or column rates in the western 
territory, the report said, were published to apply on straight 
as well as mixed carloads. Apparently, said the Commission, 
the commodities that were included in these mixtures were 
of such a nature that respondents did not differentiate between 
them whether they were in straight or mixed carload quantities 
and applied the same rates on each. The Commission said its 
findings limiting the application of the all-commodity rates 
were intended to apply only in instances where the all-com- 
modity rates were published on mixed carloads. On further 
consideration, the Commission said, the finding at page 242 as 
to the application of the 50 per cent restriction of the lading 
or minimum weight moving under the all-commodity rates 
was modified so as to apply in instances where the all-com- 
modity rates were published to apply only on mixed carload 
shipments. 


Carriers in the western territory also pointed out, said the 
report, that the restriction as to advancing forwarder charges 
would, in principle, prohibit many of the present practices in 
which the carriers had been advancing charges for drayage, 
feeding of live stock, compression of cotton, icing cars con- 
taining perishables, import duties, custom house charges, bro- 
kerage fees, and other similar charges. 


The Commission, after discussing the matter, said its find- 
ings would tend to condemn practices which were not under 
consideration and which had been in effect without apparent 
abuse for many years. That, the Commission said, was not 
its intention. Therefore, it has modified the finding on page 
286 so as to read: 


We further find that the practice of respondents directly or through 
their transport companies of carrying forward as advances on outbound 
less-than-carload billing from break-bulk points, forwarder charges, ex- 
cept bona fide c. o. d. charges where such carrying forward is author- 
ized by tariff, is in violation of section 6 of the act. 


In the prior report on page 263 the Commission found the 
practice of performing expedited train and switching services 
on forwarder traffic to be an undue preference of forwarder 
carload traffic and an undue prejudice against other carload 
merchandise traffic, in violation of section 3. In its discussion 
in the prior report leading up to that finding the Commission 
used as an example the fact that on forwarder consignments 
from St. Louis, Mo., to Dallas, Tex., routed over the M.-K.-T. 
to Denison, Tex, thence over the Texas Electric to destina- 
tion, the routing specifying interchange at Denison was usually 
disregarded and the shipments transported from origin to des- 
tination by the former railroad, the electric line receiving a 
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division out of the rate even though it did not participate in 
the haul. The Commission said that that practice expedited 
the movement. 

The M.-K.-T. insisted, said the Commission, that it made 
more money from the direct handling of such shipments than 
if handled in connection with the Texas Electric, and asserted 
that the expedition accorded that traffic by reason of the direct 
handling instead of interchange with the Texas Electric at 
Denison was not peculiar to forwarder traffic and was no dif- 
ferent from the service accorded non-forwarder traffic from 
and to the same points. 

This finding, the Commission said, was intended to apply 
only where forwarder traffic was accorded expedited service 
which was not accorded to other traffic under like circum- 
stances. Accordingly the Commission has modified the finding 
on page 263 so as not to apply to the forwarder traffic routed 
M.-K.-T. and Texas Electric to Dallas so far as any expedition 
which may result from the movement thereof over the M.-K.-T. 
direct to Dallas is concerned. 


MIDDLE ATLANTIC MOTOR RATES 


The Commission, by division 5, in Ex Parte MC 14, Middle 
Atlantic states motor carrier rates, in the ninth supplemental 
report, has authorized reductions in rates and changes in classi- 
fication rules between territory ‘“‘A” centering on New York, 
N. Y., and Philadelphia, Pa., on the north, and territory “‘B” cen- 
tering on Baltimore, Md., and Washington, D. C., on the south. 
Petitions for changes were filed by various motor carriers and 
on behalf of other carriers by D. T. Warring, the tariff publish- 
ing agent for motor carriers in that territory. 

The Commission said that it had received no protest or 
objection to the proposed changes. The chief consideration, it 
said, in each instance was whether the resulting rates would be 
reasonably compensatory to the carriers performing the service. 
It found that they would be compensatory and approved what 
was proposed. 


Among the commodities covered by the changes are com- 
pressed yeast, the changes in which were desired to meet a rate 
established by the Railway Express Agency; soap .and soap 
products; cordage and rope; lard compounds, lard substitutes, 
vegetable shortening; groceries; ammonia compounds; buffing 
or polishing compounds; oil cloth; pig lead and solder; library 
book-stacks; corrugated fibreboard boxes, k. d., flat; alcoholic 
liquors; and nursery stock. 





COAL TO ILL. AND WISCONSIN 


The Commission, in I. and S. 4368, coal to Illinois and Wis- 
consin, has found justified increases in rates on coal ranging 
from five to fifteen cents a ton from mines in Illinois, Indiana 
and Western Kentucky to Beloit, Wis., and destinations in 
Northern Illinois, except where they would result in rates from 
the Princeton group more than seven cents higher than those 
from the Linton-Sullivan group, and in rates from the Boon- 
ville group more than three cents in excess of the basis herein 
approved from the Princeton group. 

The Illinois commission, the report said, offered no objec- 
tion to the findings in this case, one of the objects of which was 
to raise low spot rates caused by a decision of that body. 

Inasmuch as the report written by Commissioner Miller, is 
the outcome of a joint proceeding conducted by the federal body 
and the Illinois Commerce Commission, it is expected to bring 
coal rate peace to northwestern Illinois and southern Wiscon- 
sin, where there has been turmoil for a number of years. In 
Intrastate Rates on Bituminous Coal Within Ohio, 192 I. C. C. 
413, Commissioner Miller said the Commission had observed 
that it was generally conceded that the basis of rates on coal 
in Illinois territory was the lowest in the country. 

That Ohio proceeding and the one before the Illinois com- 
mission, the carriers asserted, said Commissioner Miller, repre- 
sented an effort on their part to put the rates, interstate and 
intrastate, in one general adjustment from the mines in Illi- 
nois, Indiana and western Kentucky to Rockford, Ill., and other 
points on a level more nearly in harmony with that reflected 
by rates from the same origin points to destinations farther 
north and west and to revise the differentials among certain 
origin groups. 

Under the adjustment found justified, with exceptions, ac- 
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cording to the report, the proposal would result generally in 
increases ranging from five to fifteen cents from the Illinois 
groups and from the Brazil-Clinton and Linton-Sullivan groups 
in Indiana. In some instances, however, said the report, the 
increases would be less than five cents. Some rates, it added, 
would be slightly reduced, while others would remain un- 
changed. From the Princeton-Ayrshire group, generally re- 
ferred to as the Princeton group, and the Boonville group, both 
in Indiana, the increases ranged as high as 28 cents, there 
being a comparatively few instances where they would be less 
than five cents or where the rates would be unchanged, accord- 
ing to the report. 

The Commission’s report contains a detailed review of the 
conflicting contentions of the parties. Shippers and carriers 
divided themselves into groups as their interests appeared with 
shippers and carriers in one group contesting with shippers and 
carriers in another as to the proper relationships to be estab- 
lished. 

The order requires the carriers to cancel schedules so 
far as they would apply from mines in the Princeton and 
Boonville groups, without prejudice to their filing, on ten days’ 
notice, schedules in accordance with the conclusions stated in 
the report. 

It was apparent, said the report, that unless the rates from 
mines in the Princeton and Boonville groups were revised con- 
temporaneously with the effective date of the schedules found 
justified, fourth section violations and other maladjustments 
would result. Accordingly, the Commission’s orders of suspen- 
sion as to the schedules found justified were vacated as of 
May 19, thus affording the carriers an opportunity to make 
effective on the same date the necessary revision in the rates 
from the Princeton and Boonville groups. 

Commissioner Mahaffie, in a separate expression, said he 
dissented from the finding that the schedules had not been 
justified in their entirely. When proper consideration was 
given to relative distances from all the considered groups, he 
said the suspended schedules appeared lawful. Furthermore, 
said he, he deemed the report deficient in that it did not sup- 
port the disapproval of the schedules with necessary findings 
and referred his colleagues to United States vs. C. M. St. P. 
& P., 294 U. S. 499 on that point. 


PENNSYLVANIA ANTHRACITE RATES 


In a supplemental report, on further consideration, written 
by Commissioner McManamy, in No. 28050, intrastate rates 
on anthracite in Pennsylvania, the Commission has modified 
the findings in the prior report so as to permit the railroads 
to establish between points in the state, rates not less than 
those prescribed in the prior report for application from the 
general base groups and the establishment of rates from dif- 
ferential groups on the basis of the relation or difference in 
rates between the base groups and the differential groups as 
existed before the prior findings and order in this proceeding 
were entered. 

A further modification is based on a finding that the for- 
mer findings as to rates on unprepared anthracite coal be- 
tween mines and breakers should be modified so as to include 
only such rates as were in effect January 4, 1939, applicable 
specifically to anthracite in its unprepared state, except the 
rates on unprepared anthracite on the line of the Delaware & 
Hudson. Those rates are on a higher basis than those found 
unlawful. 


COMMISSION REPORTS 


Lumber 


No. 28075, Traffic Bureau, Lynchburg Chamber of Com- 
merce for Stevens Lumber Co., Inc., vs. Yadkin Railroad et al. 
By division 4. Dismissed. Rate, 37 cents, lumber, Albemarle, 
N. C., to Johnstown, Pa., applied on shipments between July 
29, 1936, and July 24. 1937, not unreasonable. Complainant 
contended, among other things, that in compliance with North 
Carolina Pine Association vs. A. C. L., 85 I. C. C. 270, the Yad- 
kin should have reduced its rate of 34 cents so as to preserve 
the group rate, the Winston-Salem Southbound having reduced 
the rate from 37% to 34 cents. The Commission said that it 
was the Winston-Salem Southbound and not the Yadkin that 
had disrupted the grouping, and that the latter carrier was 
not obligated by the findings to meet the reduction. 


Marble or Granite Blocks 


No. 28031, Arthur Morgan Trucking Co. et al. vs. B. & O. 
et al. By division 3. Dismissed. Rates charged, carload ship- 
ments, before May 26, 1938, marble or granite blocks, points 
in New England and Canada to destinations in trunk line and 
central territories found to have been applicable. The issue 
in the case was as to the interpretation of a tariff, complain- 
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ants claiming the benefit of a rate item under the general 
heading of granite or marble which the Commission found was 
applicable to forms other than blocks. 


Coal 


Fourth section application No. 17510, coal to Riverton and 
Front Royal, Va. By division 2. Chesapeake & Ohio and the 
Virginian on behalf of themselves and others authorized by 
fourth section order No. 13388 to establish and maintain rates, 
coal and coal briquettes, points in the New River and Kanawha 
districts in West Virginia to Riverton and Front Royal, Va., 
without observing the long-and-short-haul part of section 4. 
Relief was authorized temporarily by fourth section order No. 
13288. Rates authorized are the same as those contempora- 
neously in effect from points on the Norfolk & Western in the 
Pocahontas district to the same destinations but not less than 
$2.62, and from points in the Kanawha district rates made 
10 cents higher than from the New River district. 


Iron and Steel Articles 


No. 27920, R. C. Mahon Co. vs. Baltimore & Ohio et al., 
and a subnumber, Same vs. Same. Corrected report. Correc- 
tion consists of the addition of a dissenting expression by com- 
missioner Miller as to rates on iron and steel articles, points 
in Minnesota, Illinois and Indiana, te Wiota, Mont., and from 
points in Ohio, Pennsylvania and New York, fabricated in tran- 
sit at Detroit, Mich., and fordarded thence to Wiota. The rates 
were found not unreasonable. Commissioner Miller, in his 
expression, said he said he saw no reason why the bases ap- 
proved by division 4 in Montana-Dakota Power Co. vs. C. & N. 
W. 198 I. C. C. 557, as to wrought iron pipe from Milwaukee 
and North Milwaukee, Wis., to destinations in eastern Montana, 
should not here be prescribed. 


Crushed Stone 


No. 22109, rates on sand, gravel, crushed stone, etc., within 
the state of South Carolina. By the Commission. Twelfth 
supplemental report. On petition of the Southern Railway find- 
ings and orders entered in prior reports, 177 I. C. C. 123, and 
197 I. C. C. 215, further modified so as to exempt from the pro- 
visions thereof the intrastate movement of crushed stone from 
Blair, S. C., to Newberry, S. C. The Southern asked for modi- 
fication so as to establish a rate of 50 cents a ton for a 35-mile 
haul. The present rate is 70 cents. The railroad said it had 
been told that there would be a large movement of crushed 
stone to Newberry for use in paving and that unless there was 
a rail rate of 50 cents it would be moved by unregulated con- 
tract trucks at a rate of 45 cents. The railroad, to prove that 
the 50-cent rate would be compensatory, pointed out that it 
would yield 14.3 mills a ton-mile and, based on a loading of 
50 tons, 71.4 cents a car mile. 


COMMISSION MOTOR REPORTS 


In MC 88688, L. A. Tooker, common carrier application, 
the Commission, by division 5, has authorized operation as a 
common carrier of general commodities, over a regular route, 
between Seattle and Port Angeles, Wash. 

In MC 86898, Victor Swanson, contract carrier applica- 
tion, the Commission, by division 5, has denied a permit to 
operate as a contract carrier of live stock, lubricating oils and 
greases, empty containers, and salt from or to Kansas City, 
Mo., and points in Kansas, over irregular routes. The Com- 
mission also found applicant’s operations in transporting mill 
feeds from Kansas City, Mo., to points in Kansas to be those 
of a private carrier for which no certificate or permit is neces- 
sary. The report said that if applicant desired to operate 
strictly as a private carrier in transporting feeds from Kansas 
City and as a carrier of live stock for compensation to that 
point, without engaging in the transportation of nonexempt 
commodities in intrastate or interstate commerce for com- 
pensation, he lawfully might do so without obtaining authority 
from the Commission. 

In MC F-717, Missouri Pacific Freight Transport Co., pur- 
chase, Alvin F. Steele, embracing also MC F-718, Same, pur- 
chase, W. H. Powell, the Commission, by division 5, has au- 
thorized purchase by the Missouri Pacific Freight Transport 
Co., of Houston, Tex., of operating rights and property of 
Alvin F. Steele, dba A. F. Steele Truck Line, and of W. H. 
Powell, dba Freeport-Houston Truck Line. It is provided that 
the authority granted shall not be construed to include the 
right of rendering service from or to, or the interchanging of 
traffic at, Riesel or Perry, Tex.; and provided further that the 
authority granted shall be subject to such limitations or re- 
strictions as the Commission may hereafter impose in order to 
insure that the service shall be auxiliary or supplementary to 
the train service of the Missouri Pacific and shall not unduly 
restrain competition. 

In MC F-375, Krema Trucking Co., merger, A. & A. Joliet 
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Motor Transportation Co., the Commission, by division 5, has 
dismissed the application on the ground that A. & A. Joliet 
Motor Transportation Co. has no lawful rights to operate in 
interstate or foreign commerce and therefore the transaction 
does not involve the merger of motor carriers within the 
meaning of section 213 of the motor carrier act. The report 
said the Commission had authorized issuance of a grandfather 
certificate to the transportation company but that thereafter 
it had filed a petition requesting dismissal of its application, it 
having discontinued operation. On that ground the Commis- 
sion, according to the report, vacated its prior order and dis- 
missed the grandfather application. 

In MC F-701, Rock Island Motor Transit Co., purchase, 
Harold L. Clark, the Commission, by division 5, has authorized 
the Rock Island company to buy the operating rights of Harold 
L. Clark, doing business as Clark Transportation, Kansas City 
Mo., subject to the condition that the service shall be auxiliary 
to that of the Rock Island railroad in that the applicant shall 
not render service from or to or interchange traffic at any 
point other than a station on the lines of the railroad. 

In MC 17778, B. & E. Transportation Co., Inc., common 
carrier application, embracing also MC 67585, B. & E. Trans- 
portation Co., Inc., contract carrier application; and MC 36755, 
Albany Freight Lines, Inc., contract carrier application, the 
Commission, by division 5, has authorized B. & E. Transporta- 
tion Co., Inc., to continue operation as a common carrier of 
general commodities, with exceptions, over regular and irregu- 
lar routes between points in New York, Massachusetts, Con- 
necticut, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Maryland, and the District 
of Columbia. It has denied Albany Freight Lines, Inc., a per- 
mit or certificate to continue operations which are identical 
with those covered by MC 67585, under the grandfather clauses. 

In MC F-768, Anna T. and William H. Driscoll, purchase, 
Arthur, Malcolm and Merton Haskell, the Commission, by 
division 5, has authorized purchase by Anna T. and William H. 
Driscoll, of Boston, Mass., dba J. C. Driscoll Transportation, 
of operating rights of Arthur, Malcolm and Merton Haskell, 
of Rockland, Me., dba Haskell Brothers. 

In MC F-678, Frisco Transportation Co., purchase, Joseph 
W. Parker, embracing also MC F-679, Same, purchase, Louis 
Tolson, the Commission, by division 5, has authorized purchase 
by Frisco Transportation Co. of operating rights and property 
of Joseph W. Parker, dba J. W. Parker Truck Line, and cer- 
tain operating rights and property of Louis Tolson, dba Tol- 
son’s Transfer. It is provided that the authority granted is 
subject to such further limitations, restrictions, or modifications 
as the Commission may hereafter find necessary to impose to 
insure that the service shall be auxiliary or supplementary to 
the train service of the St. Louis-San Francisco, and shall not 
unduly restrain competition. Commissioner Rogers noted a 
dissent. 

In MC 19987, Atlantic Motor Express, Inc., common carrier 
application, the Commission, by division 5, has denied an ap- 
plication for a certificate to operate as a common carrier of 
general commodities between Atlanta, Ga., and points in South 
Carolina, under the granfather clause. The Commission’s action 
was based on an interruption of service. Concurring, Commis- 
sioner Lee said he concurred in the findings, but did not agree 
with all that was said in the discussion of the interruption in 
operations which “may have existed during the period prior 
to the court’s approval of the sale of applicant’s assets to 
Southeastern Fisheries Company.” 


STRIKE COAL RATES 
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Because the strike has almost exhausted the supply of coal 
for utilities and public institutions in Ohio and Michigan, both 
upper and lower peninsulas, the Commission has authorized 
Agent Sperry to publish reduced rates in the first instance or to 
establish rates via new routes from Indiana, Illinois and West- 
ern Kentucky mines to those states on one day’s notice. The 
rates are to be limited to 90 days on the theory that, in the 
event the strike is ended, operators not now able to ship may 
have objection to Kentucky, Indiana and Illinois operators 
getting into their markets permanently. 


Cc. G. W. REORGANIZATION 


The Commission, by division 4, on further consideration in 
Finance No. 10772, Chicago Great Western reorganization, on 
its own motion, has modified its plan for the reorganization of 
that company by increasing the total capitalization from $62,- 
291,827 to $63,091,827, so as to increase the company’s working 
capital which continuance of the depression has brought below 
the amount the Commission deemed necessary through deple- 
tion of its cash. 

The Commission reopened the case on its own motion after 
having denied the debtor’s motion for reopening because, as it 
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said, the Chicago Great Western did not act within the time 
required by the statute. 

Due to the deepening of the depression in 1938 the Commis- 
sion’s report said, the earnings of the debtor suffered a sharp 
decline, and as a consequence, its cash position had become 
less favorable than it was at the time of the hearings on the 
plan. For the year 1933, it said, the earnings available for 
interest were $1,339,915; for 1934, $1,181,971; for 1935, $1,227,- 
409; for 1936, $2,116,519; for 1937, $803,169, and for 1938, about 
$518,000. 

Dissenting in part, Commissioner Mahaffie said he thought 
any revision should reduce rather than increase both the pres- 
ent burden on cash resources and the future fixed-interest 
requirements. He would accomplish that, he said, by making 
interest on bonds allotted to holders of defaulted securities 
contingent on earnings. He also criticized the proposal that 
cash should be furnished by the R. F. C. He said he did not 
consider it sound to lend government funds in order that un- 
earned interest on defaulted bonds might be paid. 


CHARGES FOR PROTECTIVE SERVICE 
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The Commission, in No. 20769, charges for protective serv- 
ice to perishable freight, has notified shippers that the rail- 
roads have about completed a study to produce information 
and cost data and will be ready to proceed to a hearing in 
June. It said an initial hearing would be held the latter part 
of June at some convenient central place, at which time the 
carriers would present their evidence in chief and the Com- 
mission would present the data prepared by it. 

The Commission said it would like to be advised as to 
the names of shippers who expected to participate in this pro- 
ceeding, the place most suitable to them for the initial hear- 
ing, and the places at which the holding of later hearings 
would be desired. 


EXPRESS CARLOAD RATES 


The Commission, on suggestion from motor interests, has 
restricted authority now held by express companies to file 
carload rates on ten days’ notice so as to limit the authority to 
carload rates on perishables and live stock. The motor vehicle 
interests objected to wide open authority because, in one in- 
stance, carload rates were made on commodities in which they 
were interested, on ten days’ notice, which they regarded as 
practically no notice at all to them. 

Restriction has been accomplished, by modification of Rule 


30 of Tariff Circular No. 19-A, effective May 1, so as to read 
as follows: 


Express companies may establish upon ten days’ notice to the Com- 
mission, and to the public, tariffs or supplements naming commodity 
rates for carload shipments of the following commodities viz., fresh 
fruits, fresh vegetables, fish (fresh or frozen), clams, oysters, shrimp 
and live stock, between points between which carload rates on such 
commodities and via the same lines are not in effect. Each tariff or sup- 
plement containing rates established under this rule must bear the no- 
tation ‘‘Issued on 10 days’ notice by authority of Rule 30, Interstate 
Commerce Commission Tariff Circular No. 19-A. 


COMMISSION ORDERS 

No. 28230, Celotex Corporation vs. A. C. & Y. et al. United States 
Gypsum Co. permitted to intervene. 

No. 17000, Part 2, rate structure investigation, western trunk 
line class rates. Petition filed on behalf of respondents, alleging that 
a complicated tariff situation exists as a result of the method found 
necessary to employ in complying with finding 22 of the sixth sup- 
plemental report herein, 204 I. C. C. 595, at page 677, and asking 
for reopening of proceeding for further hearing with a view to modi- 
fying said finding 22 so as to permit publication of rates according 
to plan proposed in said petition, denied, it appearing that said plan 
would result in large increases in rates, which increases petitioners 
do not offer to justify at such further hearing. 

No. 28000, Sub. No. 14, application of Chicago, Burlington & 
Quincy for approval of proposed modification of systems or devices 
under paragraph (b), section 26, of the interstate commerce act. 
Application dismissed on request of applicant. 

MC 1504, Sub. No. 10, Atlantic Greyhound Corporation, extension 
of operations, Lexington. Request of protestants, Carolina Coach Co. 
and Greensboro-Fayetteville Bus Lines, Inc., for withdrawal of ex- 
ceptions to the recommended order filed by them, granted, and ex- 
ceptions considered withdrawn as of March 27. Recommended order 
made effective as order of Commission as of March 27. 

MC 23180, E. R. Ogg, contract carrier application. Matter re- 
opened for reconsideration. Order of January 23, vacated and set 
aside. 

MC F-604, Howard Moland et al., purchase, Barker Transporta- 
tion Co. Intervener’s petition for stay of order entered February 13, 
and for reconsideration by Commission of application herein, denied. 

MC F-621, Penn Ohio New York Express Corporation, purchase, 
Lewis Motor Transportation Lines, Inc. (Allan K. Sawyer, receiver). 
Protestants’ petition for rehearing, denied. 
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MC C-110, Highway Motor Freight Lines, Inc., vs. A C E Trans- 
portation Co., Inc., et al. Braswell Motor Freight Lines dismissed 
as a party defendant hereto. 

No. 13535 et al., Consolidated Southwestern Cases. Petition filed on 
behalf of defendants, alleging that a complicated tariff situation exists 
as a result of the method found necessary to employ in complying 
with finding 12 of the twenty-first supplemental report, 205 I. C. C. 
601, at page 601, and asking for reopening for further hearing with a 
view to modifying said finding 12 so as to permit publication of rates 
according to the plan proposed in said petition, denied, it appearing 
that said plan would result in large increases in rates, which increases 
petitioners do not offer to justify at such further hearing. 

MC F-621, Penn Ohic New York Express Corporation, purchase, 
Lewis Transportation Lines, Inc. (Allan K. Sawyer, receiver). Peti- 
tion requesting approval, under section 210a(b), of temporary operation 
by Penn Ohio New York Express Corporation, of the properties of 
Lewis Transportation Lines, Inc. (Allan K. Sawyer, receiver), denied. 

No. 18405, Interstate Cotton Oil Refining Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; 
No. 23048, Same vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. Petition of defendants for 
reconsideration on record as made. denied. 

No. 19957, Northwestern Ohio Lime Manufacturers vs. P. R. R. et 
al. Proceeding reopened for further consideration and petition of 
carriers by railroad in official territory for modification of order 
assigned for hearing at such time and place as Commission may here- 
after direct. 

No. 22585, Kaw Valley Potato Growers and Shippers Traffic As- 
sociation vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. Orders entered herein on December 
13, 1930, and May 29, 1931, as subsequentiy modified, further modified 
so as to permit defendants to establish as maxima for transportation 
of onions, cabbage and turnips, in straight or mixed carloads, from 
Kaw Valley in Kansas to destinations in official territory, rates on 
bases of 35 per cent of first class rates prescribed in Western Trunk 
Line Class Rates, 204 I. C. C. 595, to which may be added the 5 per 
cent increase authorized on agricultural products in Ex Parte 123, 
Fifteen Per Cent Case. 1937-1938, 226 I. C. C. 41 and 746. 

No. 27918, Globe Grain & Milling Co. vs. Union Pacific et al. Sup- 
plemental petition of complainant for reconsideration and modification 
of order of October 11, 1938, dismissing its complaint in this case, and 
for reconsideration of order of February 6, denying its original petition 
for reconsideration, denied. 

MC C-114, Bryant Truck Lines et al. vs. Ira Gray et al. Clarence 
M. Robertson, dba Robertson Truck Lines, dismissed as party defend- 
ant hereto. 

No. 14435 (corrected), Public Service Commission of Indiana vs. 
B. & O. et al. Order entered May 27, 1924, as subsequently modified, 
further modified so as to except therefrom rates to Chicago, Ill., on 
fruits and vegetables, carloads, from Bunker Hill and Graham, Ind., 
and Carmi, Irving, Mt. Carmel and Stonefort, Ill. 

No. 27867, Wisconsin-Upper Michigan Fruit Jobbers Association 
et al. vs. A. T. & N. et al. Order entered February 8, which was by 
its terms made effective on May 25, modified to become effective July 
14, on not less than 30 days’ notice instead of May 25. 

No. 28204, State of New Jersey vs. B. & O. et al. Baltimore As- 
sociation of Commerce permitted to intervene. 

MC C-76, Mid-Western Motor Freight Tariff Bureau, Inc., vs. Harry 
M. Slater, agent, et al. Complaint dismissed on request of complainant. 

MC C-77, Motor Truck Common Carriers Association et al. vs. 
Denver-Los Angeles Truck Co. et al. Complaint dismissed on request 
of complainant. 

MC 51204, Gregg Cartage & Storage Co., common carrier applica- 
tion. Akron Motor Transportation Association granted leave to inter- 
vene. 

MC 95561, William Eveland, common carrier application. Recom- 
mended order stayed. Matter reopened for formal hearing at time 
and place to be hereafter fixed. 


MC 668, Inter City Transportation Co., Inc., common carrier ap- 
plication; MC 668, Sub. No. 1, Same, Lincln Tunnel extension; MC 1079, 
New Jersey-New York Transit Co., Inc., common carrier application; 
MC 1079, Sub. No. 1, Same, Lincoln Tunnel extension; MC 3647, Sub. 
No. 2, Public Service Interstate Transportation Co., Lincoln Tunnel 
extension; MC 3699, Manhattan Coach Line, Inc., common carrier ap- 
plication; MC 3699, Sub. No. 1, Same, Lincoln Tunnel extension; MC 
3700, Manhattan Transit Co., common carrier application; MC 3700, 
Sub. No. 1, Same, Lincoln Tunnel extension; MC 3701, Sub. No. 1, 
Westwood Transportation Co., Lincoln Tunnel extension; MC 3705, 
Sub. No. 1, Westwood Transportation Lines, Inc., Lincoln Tunnel ex- 
tension; MC 13492, Sub. No. 1, North Boulevard Transportation Co., 
Lincoln Tunnel extension; and MC 66582, Sub. No. 3, Jersey City & 
Lyndhurst Bus Co., Inc., Lincoln Tunnel extension. Effective date of 
order of March 10, postponed to May 1. 

No. 28000, Sub. No. 16, application of Boston & Maine for approval 
of proposed modification of systems or devices under paragraph (b) 
section 26 of the interstate commerce act. Application dismissed on 
request of applicant. 

No. 28235, Port Commission of the Port of Beaumont et al. vs. 
Abilene & Southern et al. Board of Commissioners, Lake Charles 
Harbor & Terminal District permitted to intervene. 

MC-F 806, M. R. and M. S. Webster, purchase, J. B. Riley. Peti- 
tion requesting approval, under section 210a(b), of temporary opera- 
tion by M. R. and M. S. Webster, of properties of J. B. Riley, denied. 

Ex Parte MC 21, central territory motor carrier rates. Petition of 
Glass Container Association of America; Owens-Illinois Glass Co.; 
Hazel-Atlas Glass Co.; Ball Brothers Co.; Anchor Hocking Glass Co.; 
Thatcher Manufacturing Co.; Armstrong Cork Co.; and Glenshaw 
Glass Co.; and petition of Highway Merchandise Carrier, Inc.; Gas 
City Transfer Co., Inc.; Lecrone Motor Transportation Line, Inc.; 
Benedict Lines, Inc.; Cooperative Truck Terminal; Lecrone Motor 
Transportation Lines; Lett & Co. of Indiana, Inc.; Melvin Trucking 
Co.; Ray Miller Trucking Co.; Western Trucking Co., Inc., and Cox 
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Motor Transport, Inc., for postponement of effective date of minimum 
rates prescribed on glassware between points in central territory as 
described in order of investigation of March 28, 1938, denied. 

Ex Parte MC 21, central territory motor carrier rates. Order of 
March 7, in so far as it approves minimum charges as set forth on Sheet 
23 of appendix thereto for publication in Agent W. L. Myers’ MF I. 
Cc. C. No. B-124 by cancellation of Item 30-B and substitution of charges 
shown, vacated and set aside as of April 15. 


SIGNAL SYSTEMS 


The Erie; Delaware, Lackanna & Western; and Chicago, 
Burlington & Quincy have filed applications with the Commis- 
sion for approval of proposed modification of signal systems 
or devices under paragraph (b) section 26 of the interstate 
commerce act. Any interested party desiring hearing should 
advise the Commission in writing within fifteen days from 
April 14. 

The Long Island; Pennsylvania; and Baltimore & Ohio 
have filed applications with the Commission for approval of 
proposed modification of signal systems or devices under para- 
graph (b) section 26 of the interstate commerce act. Any 
interested part desiring hearing should advise the Commission 
in writing within 15 days from April 17. 


The Reading Co.; and Houston Belt and Terminal have 
filed application with the Commission of approval of proposed 
modification of signal systems or devices under paragraph (b) 
section 26 of the interstate commerce act. Any interested 
party desiring hearing should advise the Commission in writing 
within fifteen days from April 18. 


The Union Pacific; Terminal Railroad Association of St. 
Louis; and Chicago & Eastern Illinois have filed applications 
with the Commission for approval of proposed modification of 
signal systems or devices under paragraph (b) section 26 of the 
interstate commerce act. Any interested party desiring hear- 


ing should advise the Commission in writing within fifteen days 
from April 19. 


_ The Pennsylvania has filed an application with the Com- 
mission for approval of proposed modification of signal systems 
or devices under paragraph (b) section 26 of the interstate 
commerce act. Any interested party desiring hearing should 
advise the Commission in writing within 15 days from April 20. 


RAILWAY MAIL PAY 


Trustees of the New Jersey & New York Railroad Co. have 
asked the Commission for a revision of its prior orders in No. 
9200, Railway Mail Pay, 198 I. C. C. 504, “and for a finding 
that applicants are entitled to rates of mail pay for roads 
which are less than fifty miles in length.” The Commission 
in its decision, according to the petition, found that the reports, 
accounting records, and tariffs of the New Jersey & New York 
were kept and issued on the basis of separate operation, but 
that its physical operations and administrative organization 
were not separate and distinct from those of the Erie and its 
subsidiary lines, and decided that the New Jersey & New 
York was not a separately operated railroad less than 50 miles 
in length within the meaning of the findings and orders in 
Railway Mail Pay, 144 I. C. C. 675 and 165 I. C. C. 774. 

According to the petition, the Erie, now involved in bank- 
ruptcy proceedings, formerly held 83 per cent of the total out- 
standing common and preferred stock of the New Jersey & 
New York, but this was now being held by the Erie’s trustees. 
It pointed out that neither Erie nor its trustees owned or held, 
directly or indirectly, any of the funded debt of the New Jer- 
sey & New York, which funded debt was a lien on its property; 
that the directors and officers of the Erie no longer had any- 
thing to do with the operation or control of the New Jersey & 
New York; and that control of the property was vested in the 
applicants, C. E. Denney and John A. Hadden, trustees. It 
said that the deficits currently resulting from the operation of 
the New Jersey & New York were now charged against the 
property ahead of the mortgage liens and the bondholders were 
the sufferers. 

“That the continued operation of the road and the avoid- 
ance, if possible, of abandonment is contingent upon increased 
income, to which the higher rates of mail pay to which sep- 
arately operated railroads of less than 50 miles in length are 
entitled should contribute.” says the petition. 


c. 1. & L. REORGANIZATION 


The Commission, by division 4, in Finance No. 10294, Chi- 
cago, Indianapolis & Louisville reorganization, has modified 
the terms of its order of June 10, 1936, so as to approve a max- 
imum limit of compensation of $18,000 a year to be paid to 
Holman D. Pettibone, trustee of the C. I. & L., beginning as 
of January 1, 1939. 
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April 22, 1939 


SUSPENDED TARIFFS 


(Designation of a tariff below does not mean that all schedules 
in it have been suspended. Suspension orders contain many schedules 
not reproduced here. Details of such orders are published in The 
Daily Traffic World and Bulletin and The Traffic Bulletin.) 


In I. and S. M-672, the Commission has suspended from 
April 17 until July 16, the operation of all schedules as pub- 
lished in tariff MF I. C. C. No. 2 of Heuer Truck Lines, Inc., 
Marshalltown, Ia. The suspended schedules propose to estab- 
lish new any-quantity, and truckload commodity rates on many 
commodities between points in Iowa and mid-western, central 
and western points; in lieu of present contract carrier minimum 
charges. The following is illustrative: 


Canned goods from Cedar Falls, Ia., to Tulsa, Okla., present rate, 
contract carrier minimum charge in cents a 100 pounds, minimum 


16,000 pounds, 62; proposed rate, rate in cents a 100 pounds, any quan- 
tity, 57. 


In I. and S. M-673, the Commission has suspended from 
April 17 until July 16, the operation of certain schedules as 
published in tariff MF I. C. C. No. 3 of Maynard L. Boyd, Win- 
chester, Va. The suspended schedules propose to establish new 
and reduced any-quantity less-truckload and truckload com- 
modity rates on many commodities between Winchester, Va., 
and District of Columbia, Maryland and Virginia points. The 
following is illustrative: 


Apple butter from Winchester, Va., to Baltimore, Md., present 
rate, minimum 10,000 pounds, no less-truckload rate, 12; proposed rate, 
less-truckloads, 17; minimum 8,000 pounds, 12. 


In I. and S. M-674, the Commission has suspended from 
April 17 to July 16, the operation of all schedules as published 
in supplement No. 5 to tariff MF I. C. C. No. 2, of Eli E. Wag- 
ner, Jr., and supplement No. 2 to MF I. C. C. No. 2 of Howard 
Ellsworth Jacobs, doing business as Howard E. Jacobs, both 
of York, Pa. The suspended schedules propose to establish the 
following rule: 


Two additional stops for partial unloading will be permissible on 
truckloads, providing stop-off points are directly intermediate by the 
most direct highway to point of final destination. No additional charge 
will be made for this service, but the rate applicable will be that pub- 
lished to the final destination, on the entire load. 


At present these carriers have no provisions permitting 
stop-off in transit for partial unloading of commodities in 
truckload lots without charge. 

In I. and S. M-667, the Commission has suspended from 
April 15 until July 14, the operation of certain schedules as 
published in tariff MF I. C. C. No. 1 of Philip Wolf, Philadel- 
phia, Pa. The suspended schedules propose to establish a new 
any-quantity commodity rate of 30 cents a 100 pounds on mat- 
zos, matzos dust and matzos meal from New York, N. Y., to 
Philadelphia, Pa. This carrier has no present rates on file. 

In I. and S. M-668, the Commission has suspended from 
April 15 until July 4, the operation of all schedules published 
in tariff MP I. C. C. No. 3 of Royal Cadillac Service, Inc., New 
York, N. Y. The suspended schedules propose to establish new, 
reduced and increased “all season” interstate local one-way 
and round-trip passenger bus fares between New York, N. Y., 
and 63 points in Nw York state; in lieu of present “seasonal” 
fares between New York, N. Y., and 37 points in New York 
state. The following is illustrative: 


One-way fares in cents by the adult passenger between New York. 
N. Y., and Accord, N. Y., present rate 300, proposed rate 260; between 
New York, N. Y., and Roscoe, N. Y., present rate 400, proposed rate 
275. 


In I. and S. M-669, the Commission has suspended from 
April 16 until July 15, the operation of all schedules as pub- 
lished in supplement No. 12 to tariff MF I. C. C. No. 5 of the 
Cc. A. B. Y. Transportation Company, Cleveland, O. The sus- 
pended schedules propose to establish new and reduced less- 
truckload and truckload commodity rates on paper and paper 
articles between Erie, Pa., on the one hand, and Buffalo and 
Rochester, N. Y., also Cleveland, O., on the other hand, in lieu 
of present higher class or commodity rates. The following is 
ilustrative: 


Paper and paper articles from Erie, Pa., to Buffalo, N. Y., present 
rate, minimum 5,000 pounds, 33; proposed rate, minimum 10,000 pounds, 
28; present rate, minimum 10,000 pounds, 28; proposed rate, minimum 
10,000 pounds, 21. 


In I. and S. No. M-670, the Commission has suspended from 
April 17 until July 16, the operation of all schedules as pub- 
lished in tariff MF I. C. C. No. 307 of Keeshin Motor Express 
Co., Inc., Chicago, Ill. The suspended schedules propose to 
establish new any-quantity commodity rates on typewriters 
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and typewriter parts in straight or mixed shipments from Chi- 
cago, Ill., to Twin Cities and vicinity, in lieu of present higher 
class rates. The following is illustrative: 


From Chicago, Ill., to St. Paul, Minn., present rate 116, proposed 
rate 99; from Chicago, Ill., to Faribault, Minn., present rate 125, pro- 
posed rate 107. 


In I. and S. M-671, the Commission has suspended from 
April 17 to July 16, the operation of all schedules as published 
in tariff MF I. C. C. No. 4 of Thomas L. McCormick, dba T. L. 
McCormick Transfer, Fitchburg, Mass. The suspended sched- 
ules propose to establish new, increased and reduced truckload 
commodity rates on various commodities between points in 
Massachusetts and points in New Hampshire, also between 
points within Massachusetts, in lieu of present commodity rates. 
The following is illustrative: 


Cotton and cotton waste, minimum 6,000 pounds, between Fitch- 
burg, Mass., and Andover, N. H., present rate, no restrictions as to 
packing, 30; proposed rate, in compressed bales, 25, in bags, 30; between 
Fitchburg, Mass., and Newport, N. H., present rate, no restrictions 
as to packing, 28; proposed rate, in compressed bales, 25, in bags, 30. 


In I. and S. 4617, the Commission has suspended from April 
15 until November 15, the operation of certain schedules as 
published in supplement No. 52 to joint tariff, Agent B. T. 
Jones’ I. C. C. No. 2790 and Agent L. E. Kipp’s I. C. C. No. 
A-2583, also supplement No. 14 to joint tariff, Agent L. E. 
Kipp’s I. C. C. No. A2942 and Agent R. A. Sperry’s I. C. C. No. 
400. The suspended schedules propose to increase the reship- 
ping or proportional rates on grain and flour, carloads, from St. 
Louis, Mo., East St. Louis, Ill., the Missouri River cities, Min- 
neapolis and Duluth, Minn., to Evansville, Ind., and Hender- 
son, Ky. The following is illustrative: 


From St. Louis and East St. Louis, to Evansville, Ind., present 
rate 8, proposed rate 13; from St. Louis and East St. Louis to Hen- 
derson, Ky., present rate 10, proposed rate 15. 


In I. and S. 4619, the Commission has suspended from 
April 18 until November 18 schedules in supplement 24 to 
Southern Railway I. C. C. A-10662. The suspended schedules 
propose to increase the present switching charges at Richmond, 
Va., to $6.93 per car. The present charges range from $1.98 to 
$6.93 per car. 

In I. and S. M-676, the Commission has suspended from 
April 19 until July 18 the operation of certain schedules as 
published in Supplement 6 to Tariff MF-I. C. C. 11 of Tower 
Trucking Company, Inc., Wheeling, W. Va. The suspended 
schedules propose to establish in lieu of higher class rates new 
truckload commodity rates from Jeannette and Pittsburgh, Pa., 
to Atlanta and Augusta, Ga., and Charlotte and Raleigh, N. C., 
on tires, tubes and related articles in straight or mixed ship- 
ments, minimum 10,000 pounds or in mixed shipments with 
“contraband” articles, of which tennis balls, rubber mats, ad- 
vertising matter, signs, are representative, subject to the 
restriction that the weight of the “contraband” articles must 
not exceed 45 per cent of the total weight of the shipment. The 
following is illustrative: 


From Jeannette, Pa., to Atlanta, Ga., present rate, less truckload, 
165; present rate, truckload, minimum 18,000 pounds, 125; proposed 
rate, minimum 10,000 pounds, 113. 


In I. and S. M-677, the Commission has suspended from 
April 20 until July 19 the operation of certain schedules as 
published in Supplement 8 to Tariff MF-I. C. C. 4 of W. A. 
Burch, doing business as Burch Truck Line, Wichita, Kan. The 
suspended schedules propose to establish a new rule provid- 
ing percentage reductions in class rates on quantity shipments 
of 7,000, 12,000, 15,000 and 18,000 pounds, applying between 
Chicago, Ill., and St. Louis, Mo., and points grouped there- 
with, on the one hand, and Oklahoma points, on the other; new 
reduced less-truckload and truckload commodity rates on 
magazines and periodicals and related articles between Chi- 
cago, Ill., and points grouped therewith, on the one hand, and 
Oklahoma points, on the other; also to reduce from 18,000 to 
16,000 pounds the minimum weight governing present com- 
modity rates on petroleum and petroleum products from Okla- 
homa points to Cincinnati, O., and Fort Wayne, Ind. The fol- 
lowing is illustrative: 


Magazines, from Chicago, Ill., to Tulsa, Okla., present rate, 145, 
less truckload; 122, min. 18,000 lbs.; proposed rate, 110, less truckload; 
80, min. 16,000 Ibs. 


In I. and S. 4621, the Commission has suspended from 
April 20 until November 20 the operation of certain schedules 
as published in supplements 3 and 4 to Agent Ira D. Dodge’s 
Tariff I. C. C. 472. The suspended schedules propose to estab- 
lish a rate of 63 cents a 100 pounds on folding camp furniture, 
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in any quantity, from Shreveport, La., to Lake Charles and 
New Orleans, La., in lieu of the present class rates. 


PETITIONS FOR REHEARING, ETC. 

MC F-57, Burlington Transportation Co., purchase, Roy A. Sand, 
dba Sand Motor Express Co. Burlington Transportation Co. asks Com- 
mission to amend its order entered July 9, 1938, by including therein, 
in addition to that heretofore granted, authority to serve the com- 
munity of Industry, McDonough county, Il. 

Ex Parte MC 22, motor carrier rates in New England. Eastern 
Motor Freight Conference, Inc., asks that order of August 3, 1938, as 
subsequently modified, be further modified to prescribe as minima 
on flavoring syrups from the New York, N. Y., and New Jersey metro- 
politan and adjacent areas embraced in this proceeding to New Eng- 
land points likewise embraced in this proceeding, rates set forth in 
an appendix attached to the petition. 

Ex Parte MC 22, motor carrier rates in New England. Guissepi 
Lorenzetti, dba Lorenzetti & Son, asks modification of presently out- 
standing order in so far as said orders prescribe minimum rates on 
various types of wool and related articles from Boston, Mass., to 
Somersville, Conn. 

Ex Parte MC 22, motor carrier rates in New England. Berkshire- 
New York Overnight Express, Inc., asks modification of presently out- 
standing orders in so far as said orders prescribe minimum rates on 
paper bags, crude and treated rubber and insulated wire. 

Ex Parte MC 21, motor carrier rates in central territory. Crystal 
Tissue Co. and other, manufacturers of paper, ask the Commission to 
modify its order so as to permit common carriers by Motor vehicle 
to meet the competition of other carriers to the extent they feel pos- 
sible and to postpone further the effective date of its order prescribing 
minimum rates on paper and paper articles in truckload lots pending 
consideration of this petition. 

MC F-865, Mason and Dixon Lines, Inc., purchase, Motor Transfer 
Co. Mason and Dixon Lines, Inc., asks temporary authority to operate 
Motor Transfer Co. 

No. 28106, Petroleum Rail Shippers’ Association vs. Alton & South- 
ern et al. Oklahoma Pipe Line Co. and Ajax Pipe Line Corporation 
ask Commission to enter an order dismissing them as parties defend- 
ant herein. 

No. 28212, Eastman Kodak Co. vs. Alton et al. Defendants ask 
Commission to require complainant to make its complaint more def- 
inite and certain so that defendants may be apprised of matters 
brought in issue by complaint and thereby be in position to intel- 
ligently prepare a defense to allegations as contained in complaint. 


No. 27674, Matador Land and Cattle Co., Ltd., vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; and 27812, American National Livestock Association et al. vs. 
Abilene & Southern et al. Defendants ask reconsideration and modi- 
fication of opinion and order rendered under date of February 13, 
on basis of record as made, and pending such reconsideration in- 
definite postponement of effective date of order. 

MC F-868, Ray Miller, dba Ray Miller Trucking Co., purchase, 
United Merchants Truck Lines, Inc. Ray Miller, dba Ray Miller 
Trucking Co., asks temporary authority to operate motor carrier 
routes of United Merchants Truck Lines, Inc. 

MC F-116, Santa Fe Trails of Illinois, Inc., merger, Central Lllinois 
Bus Co. Illinois Central; Frank O. Lowden, James E. Gorman and 
Joseph B. Fleming, trustees of Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific; Alton; 
Charles M. Thompson, trustee of Chicago & Eastern Illinois; Illinois 
Terminal Co.; and Norman B. Pitcairn and Frank C. Nicodemus, Jr., 
receivers of Wabash, protestants, ask reargument, reconsideration and 
postponement of effective date of order. 

No. 28165, National Erie Corporation vs. N. Y. C. Complainant ask 
that unless defendant files a written answer to the complaint within 
such further period of time as Commission deems fit, that defendant 
be adjudicated to have admitted all allegations set forth in complaint; 
that it be precluded from introducing any evidence controverting the 
aliegations of the complaint; that it be precluded from relying on or 
introducing evidence as to any affirmative or other defense to the com- 
plaint; and that a judgment by default for the amount of the unlawful 
charges, as set forth in the complaint, be entered against the defendant. 

Ex Parte MC 21, motor carrier rates in central territory. Glass 
Container Association of America and others; and Highway Merchandise 
Carrier, Inc., and others, ask Commission to postpone further for sixty 
days the effective date of order herein in so far as it pertains to 
glassware. 

MC C-111, Mobile, Ala., proportional rates. Southern Motor Car- 
riers Rate Conference asks reopening and broadening of issues involved. 

No. 27946, Gwin, White & Prince, Inc., et al. vs. Southern Pacific 
Co. et al. Complainants ask Commission to reopen this case, give 
further consideration to complainants’ argument and evidence, and 
especially with respect to the application of Item 57, T. C. F. B. 
Directory 40-E, I. C. C. 1349, to the shipment here involved. 

No. 21894, Lehigh Stone Co. vs. B. & O. et al. Elgin, Joliet & 
Eastern and Grand Trunk Railway System, defendants, ask modifica- 
tion of orders so as to permit petitioners, in lieu of the present rates, 
to publish and maintain on sand and gravel from Joliet and Plainfield, 
Ill., and on crushed stone from Joliet, Ill., to Sedley, Ind., joint line 
carload rates of 66 cents a ton of 2,000 pounds, via the route of the 
E. J. & E. to Griffith, Ind., and the Grand Trunk beyond, said rates 
to be published to meet competition and to expire on December 31; 
and that any necessary fourth section relief be granted. 

1. & S. No. 4529, scrap iron, Virginia and North Carolina to Vir- 
ginia. Protestant, Traffic Bureau Lynchburg Chamber of Commerce, 
on behalf of its members, asks that Commission reopen and reconsider 
proceeding and permit oral argument if desirable and that order en- 
tered March 30, vacating suspension order as of April 19, be set aside 
and that it enter an order finding suspended rates not justified. 

1. & S. No. 4613, stop-off to load and unload on D. L. & W. R. R. 
Respondent, Delaware, Lackawanna & Western, asks that Commission 
vacate its order of suspension, dated April 8, to end that Rule 16 of 
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Supplements 9 and 10 to respondent’s tariff I. C. C. No. 27362 may go 
into effect. 

MC F-869, Bowen Motor Coaches, lease, Highway Transportation 
Co. Bowen Motor Coaches asks temporary authority to lease certain 
certificates of convenience and necessity or franchises from Highway 
Transportation Co. 

Ex Parte MC 21, motor carrier rates in central territory. Central 
States Motor Freight Bureau, Inc., asks amendment of order. 

No. 21894, Lehigh Stone Co. vs. B. & O. et al. Defendants (other 
than the New York Central System) ask that Commission vacate its 
order of November 18, 1930. 


FINANCE APPLICATIONS 

Finance No. 12378. Chicago & North Western, by its trustee, 
Charles P. Megan, asks authority to abandon its so-called Blackwell 
line in Forest county, Wis., extending more than 8 miles easterly 
from Blackwell Junction. According to the application, the line was 
constructed primarily to serve a timber section. Practically all this 
traffic, it said, had been moved. 

MC F-874. Columbia Sight-Seeing Co., Inc., and Z. & M. Coach 
Co., Ine., ask authority to permit the Z. & M. Coach Co., Inc., New 
York, N. Y., to operate under authority granted to Columbia Sight- 
Seeing Co., Inc., Jamaica, N. Y., and temporarily to operate under 
that authority for a period not exceeding 180 days. 

MC F-875. Harris Bros. Transfer Co., Inc., Charlotte, N. C., asks 
authority to purchase the equipment and operating rights of Glosson- 
Hancock, Inc., MC 2016. 

MC F-876. Hilton G. Fowler, dba Fowler & Williams, Scranton, 
Pa., asks authority to purchase the operating rights and property of 
Arthur S. Thurston, dba Trail Express. 

MC F-877. Hilton G. Fowler, dba Fowler & Williams, Scranton, 
Pa., asks authority to purchase American Carrier Systems, Inc., under 
MC 46816, successors to American Carrier Corporation. 

MC F-870. Consolidated Express Lines, Inc., Richmond, Ind., asks 
authority to purchase operating rights of Abraham Smock, dba Smock 
Motor Express between Indianapolis, Ind., and Cleveland, O., and 
those set forth in the application for substitution of Abraham Smock, 
dba Smock Motor Express to Smock Motor Express, Inc., in MC 48803, 
and temporarily to operate those properties for a period not exceeding 
180 days. 

MC F-871. Buckingham Transportation Co. of Colorado, Inc., Rapid 
City, S. D., asks authority to purchase the Casey Truck Line Co., Inc., 
Denver, Colo., and to operate those properties temporarily. 

MC F-872. Claude L. Needes, Kingston, N. Y., asks authority to 
purchase 50 shares of the capital stock of Fishers Express of Pater- 
son, N. J., which represents 50 per cent control. 

MC F-873. Atlantic States Motor Lines, Inc., High Point, N. C., 
asks authority to purchase E & H Trucking Co., Inc., and to operate 
those properties for a period not exceeding 180 days. 

Finance No. 12377. Lucian C. Sprague, receiver of the Minne- 
apolis & St. Louis, asks authority to issue $326,000 of receiver’s cer- 
tificates in renewal of an obligation for a like amount now outstanding. 

MC F-878. John B. O'Connor, Walter F. Mullady, H. C. Griffin, 
Edward S. Turner, Charles J. Yokum and Kit F. Clardy, ask authority 
to purchase stock in Bulk Haulers, Inc., an Illinois corporation. 

MC F-879. Kimbel Lines, Inc., Cape Girardeau, Mo., and Arkansas- 
Louisiana Motor Freight, Inc., Monticello, Ark., jointly ask authority 
to merge in Kimbel Lines, Inc. (and for authority for Kimbel Lines, 
Inc., to purchase all the outstanding stock of Arkansas-Louisiana Motor 
Freight, Inc., as condition precedent). 

MC F-880. Alvin R. Holmes, Worcester, Mass., dba Jones Express, 
asks authority to purchase the equipment and operating rights of 
Harris Warren Blackmar, dba Blackmar Express, and to lease the 
operating rights and equipment for a period not exceeding 180 days. 

MC F-881. Alvin R. Holmes, Worcester, Mass., dba Jones Ex- 
press, asks authority to purchase the equipment and operating rights of 
Percy C. Caswell, dba Caswell’s Manchester and Keene Express, and 
to lease the operating rights and equipment for a period not exceeding 
180 days. 

Finance No. 8594. Supplemental. Waco, Beaumont, Trinity & 
Sabine Railway Co. by its receiver, Paul T. Sanderson, asks authority 
to extend to February 1, 1941, final maturity of $12,733.56 worth of 
notes. 


UINTAH RAILWAY ABANDONMENT 


Saying the record showed that gilsonite shippers, one of 
whom owned all the capital stock of the applicant, had aban- 
doned use of the railroad by substituting trucks, the Commis- 
sion, by division 4, in Finance No. 12146, Uintah Railway Co., 
abandonment, has authorized the applicant to abandon its line 
extending from Mack, Colo., to Watson, Utah, a distance of 
63.09 miles. The railroad has branches a little more than 5 
miles long. Permission is conditioned that the applicant shall 
sell all or any part of the line to any one offering to purchase 
it for continued operation, if the offer is made within 40 days. 

The line was built about 1903 by interests now repre- 
sented, the Commission said, by the Barber Asphalt Corpora- 
tion for use in the development of extensive deposite of gil- 
sonite, classified as asphaltum, in the White River district of 
Utah. The record shows, says the report, that the gilsonite 
shippers, one of whom owns all the capital stock of the ap- 
plicant, have abandoned use of the railroad; that they have 
adopted trucks for hauling their gilsonite from points consider- 
ably beyond their lines as a more economical means of trans- 
portation to meet competition; that there are no commercial 
deposits along the line; and that the line has served the pur- 
pose for which it was built. 


ee 


ra) 


— 


ee 





f, 


April 22, 1939 


Oo Bee Oee Seo See Ser @e: 


Proposed Reports 


The Traffic World 


PAGE 893 





in Il. C. C. Cases 





SCALE FOR PETROLEUM COKE 


A SCALE for the making of rates on petroleum coke intended 
to put that fuel on a footing of equality with by-product 
coke has been proposed by Examiner R. G. Taylor in No. 28129, 
Standard Oil Company of Louisiana vs. Aberdeen & Rockfish 
et al. for application from the New Orleans-Baton Rouge, La., 
petroleum refining group to destinations in the south. - He 
recommends that the Commission find the present rates, equal 
to about 16 per cent of first class on coke breeze and 22.5 per 
cent of first class on lump coke, unreasonable but not otherwise 
unlawful. 


Although the examiner did not say so the words “not 
otherwise unlawful” probably will be taken by those interested, 
as meaning that the railroads, if the report is adopted, shall 
not assume that they have any liberty to change the rates on 
by-product coke upward. The complaint alleged the rates 
on petroleum coke were not only unreasonable but also unduly 
prejudicial and unduly preferential, the comparisons being with 
rates on by-product coke. 


The Tennessee Products Corporation, Atlanta Freight Bu- 
reau, Alabama Iron & Steel Shippers’ Conference, Chattan- 
nooga Manufacturers’ Association and the Southern Stove As- 
sociation, representing shippers and receivers of by-product 
coke intervened in opposition, said the examiner, in opposition 
to the allegation of undue prejudice and preference. 


The Commission, according to the examiner, had found in 
other cases that from a transportation point of view the phys- 
ical characteristics and values of petroleum coke and by-prod- 
uct coke were sufficiently similar to entitle them to the same 
rates. The instant record, he added, failed to show any cir- 
cumstances which would warrant a different conclusion. Com- 
plainant’s prices for the three grades of petroleum coke, pro- 
duced from the “pitch bottoms” of petroleum stills, the exam- 
iner said, were $4.50 for still-run, $3 for coke breeze and $7 
a ton for lump coke, on board cars at its refinery in the New 
Orleans-Baton Rouge group. Still-run is the coke as it comes 
from the still after the pitch bottom has been coked. Breeze! 
is the coke that will pass through a 1% inch screen and the 
lump consists of the larger pieces. According to the report 
petroleum coke compares favorably with bituminous coal coke, 


with an average of about 15,000 British thermal units to the 


pound. 


According to the complainant it had on hand at its plant 
about 32,000 tons of coke which it could not market because 
of the freight rates. It asked rates equal to about 11 per cent 
of first class. Unsuccessful efforts to obtain lower rates were 
unavailing, according to the view of the complainant, because 
the Commission, in certain cases, had established twelfth class, 
17.5 per cent of first class, as a maximum reasonable basis. 


On brief, according to the report, the railroads protested 
a reduction of the rates on the ground of confiscation. In 
truth, said the examiner, the converse of that appeared to be 
the fact, basing that on the testimony of the complainant that 
it had on hand 32,000 tons which it was unable to ship because 
of alleged prohibitive freight rates, there being little or no 
movement of petroleum coke. 


The examiner said that the rates should be found un- 
reasonable to the extent they might exceed rates set forth in 
a scale, not herein reproduced, based on a 50,000 pound min- 
imum weight. The examiner said that in applying the scale 
distances should be figured over the shortest average routes 
from the producing points in the New Orleans-Baton Rouge 
group, over which carload traffic could be moved without trans- 
fer of lading. The examiner said it was intended that specific 
rates should be published from the group to all destinations to 
which shipments were likely to move. 


The scale begins with a rate of 205 cents for the block 
between 100 and 120 miles; becomes 255 cents for the block 
between 200 and 220 miles; 305 cents for the block between 
300 and 320 miles; 355 cents for the block between 400 and 
425 miles; 405 cents for the block between 530 and 560 miles; 
455 cents for the block between 680 and 710 miles; 505 cents 
for the block between 830 and 860 miles; 555 cents for the 
block between 980 and 1010 miles; and ends with a rate of 
585 cents for the block between 1090 and 1130 miles. 


As figured by the examiner his scale would result in a 
rate of $2.05 to McComb, Miss.; $3.95 to Atlanta, Ga.; $4.35 


to Jacksonville, Fla.; $4.85 to Charleston, S. C.; $5.15 to 
Winston-Salem, N. C.; and $5.45 to Miami, Fla. 


M. P. TRUCK OPERATION 


Saying it was apparent applicant’s proposed operation 
would be coordinated with and supplemental to its rail services, 
joint board 149 in a proposed report in MC 44609, Sub. No. 3, 
Guy A. Thompson, trustee, extension—Illinois, served April 14, 
has recommended that the Commission authorize Mr. Thomp- 
son, as trustee of the Missouri Pacific, to operate as a common 
carrier of general commodities between Gorham, IIll., and 
Cairo, Benton and Pittsburg, Ill., over regular routes. Motor 
carriers in that territory, the report said, opposed grant of the 
application. 

The report pointed out that applicant at present operated 
motor vehicles as a common carrier over highways paralleling 
parts of its rail lines. Shipments proposed to be transported 
by Motor vehicle, it said, would originate at points on appli- 
cant’s rail lines, as well as those of its connecting rail carriers, 
and would be delivered at points on its rail lines, or at points be- 
yond on the lines of the rail connections. Applicant asserts, the 
report says, that the proposed service will expedite shipments 
over the routes and will eliminate the expense of switching at 
the points proposed to be served. With the present rail service, 
it said, it was often necessary to ship perishable commodities by 
express due to the late arrival of trains. 

Protesting motor carriers, the report said, testified only as 
to the schedule of service applicant rendered. 


RIVER-TRUCK LINE OPERATION 


An enlarged river boat line and truck service under one 
ownership is recommended for approval and authorization in 
a proposed report by joint board 64 in MC F-384, St. Johns 
River Line Co., purchase, H. R. Edwards et al., served April 
18. The board’s report said that applicant’s coordinated water- 
truck service was the result of a combination of its motor 
transportation instituted in 1920, with its water transportation 
instituted in 1925. Applicant, according to the report, asserted 
that the trucks and the boats were of “equal importance and 
that one wouldn’t exist without the other.” Vendors were 
only able to continue their service, said the report, through 
the close cooperation of the applicant. 

The board recommended authorization of purchase by 
the St. Johns River Line Co. of operating rights and property 
of H. R. Edwards, doing business as Edwards Line, and R. H. 
Edwards (H. R. Edwards, administrator), doing business as 
Hartline Line. The boat line operates as a common carrier 
by water between Brunswick, Ga., and Jacksonville, Fla., and 
between Jacksonville, St. Augustine and Daytona Beach on the 
intracoastal waterway; between Jacksonville and Sanford on 
the St. Johns River; and between Tampa and Fort Myers. It 
also operates as a motor vehicle common carrier of property 
under a grandfather application, MC 75863, principally, ac- 
cording to the report, between Jacksonville and various points 
in Florida, with pick-up and delivery service at various points 
including Brunswick, Ga. The applicant owns seven boats and 
approximately sixty-five motor vehicles, but only ten of the 
latter are used in line-haul transportation. 


Edwards, individually, and as administrator of Mrs. R. H. 
Edwards, his mother, has a joint grandfather application pend- 
ing to operate as a common carrier, principally btween Tampa 
and Venice, Fla. 


PROPOSED REPORTS 


Live Stock in Transit 


No. 28056, Cornelius Brothers, Ltd., et al. vs. Southern 
Pacific. By Examiner John Davey. Dismissal proposed. Serv- 
ice charges collected for feeding and watering live stock, car- 
loads, while in transit from points of origin in mountain-Pacific, 
western trunk line, and southwestern territories to California 
destinations proposed to be found not shown to have been 
unreasonable. Complainants assailed the reasonableness of the 
service charge of 50 cents a single-deck car and $1 a double- 
deck car and asked reparation of $15 on 25 carloads. The ex- 
aminer said the service charges assailed were uniformly in 
effect throughout the territory west of the Mississippi River, 
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and pointed out that the Commission had no jurisdiction over 
the reasonableness of the price of feed. 


Rough Rice 


No. 28128, Texas Rice Milling Co. vs. T. & N. O. et al. By 
Examiner Harold M. Brown. Carload rates, rough rice, Eunice, 
Haire and Jennings, La., transited at Galveston, Tex., and 
reshipped as clean rice to Chicago, Ill., and Grand Island, Neb., 
between October 26, 1935, and February 13, 1936, proposed to 
be found unreasonable to the extent they exceeded the rates 
contemporaneously applicable via other routes. Reparation of 
$584.47 with interest, proposed. Defendants admitted an error 
in tariff publication, said the report, by not including the 
routes of movement. That error, the examiner said, was cor- 
rected December 1, 1936. 


Lumber Routing 


No. 27638, Aeolian American Corporation vs. New Haven 
et al. By Examiner C. W. Griffin. On further hearing, pro- 
posed that the finding in prior report, 225 I. C. C. 453, as to 
the rate, lumber, from Neponset, Mass., to East Rochester, 
N, Y., be modified and that it now be found unreasonable, and 
reparation awarded. In the prior report the Commission found 
that a 28-cent rate charged was inapplicable; that the appli- 
cable rate was 27 cents; that the New Haven misrouted 44 car- 
loads shipped between September 12, 1932, and March 26, 1934; 
and that the complainant was entitled to reparation in the 
amount of the difference between the charges paid and those 
which would have accrued at a 25-cent rate. The examiner 
recommends that the Commission find that the rate charged 
was inapplicable and that the applicable rate of 27 cents was 
unreasonable to the extent that it exceeded 25 cents. 


MOTOR PROPOSED REPORTS 


(Recommended orders in proposed motor reports, at expiration of 
20 days from date of service of reports (unless otherwise stated), be- 
come effective unless exceptions have been filed within the 20-day 
period or exceptions have been seasonably filed by other parties, or 
the order has been stayed or postponed by the Commission. State in 
which applicant has home office is shown in ‘“‘black face’’ type.) 


North Dakota—MC 63513, Northern Truck Line, Inc., dba 
Northern Truck Line, common carrier application. Joint board 
84. Served April 14. Certificate proposed. Continuance of 
operation, general commodities, with exceptions, between points 
in North Dakota and Montana, over regular routes; and emi- 
grant movables, over irregular routes, between points in those 
states. 

North Carolina—MC 46375, Sub. No. 1, John W. Lassiter, 
extension of operations—Pennsylvania points. Examiner W. W. 
Mc Caslin. Served April 14. Certificate recommended. Bas- 
kets and crates, in truckload lots of not less than 14,000 pounds 
minimum, over irregular routes, from Murfreesboro, N. C., to 
specified points in Maryland, West Virginia, Delaware and 
Pennsylvania. 

Maryland—MC 33935, Sub. No. 4, White Star Lines, Inc., 
Waynesburg-Cassville extension. Joint board 236. Served 
April 14. Certificate proposed. Passengers and their baggage, 
and express, mail and newspapers in the same vehicle with 
passengers, between Waynesburg, Pa., and Cassville, W. Va., 
over a regular route, and serving all intermediate points. Modi- 
fied procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must 
be filed within thirty days from date of service. 

Idaho—MC 3249, Sub. No. 1, Peasley Transfer & Storage 
Co., extension of operations—Idaho-Oregon. Joint board 6. 
Served April 14. Certificate recommended. General commodi- 
ties, with exceptions, over irregular routes, in non-scheduled 
service within an airline radius of 150 miles of Boise, Ida., as 
follows: Between al] points, in truckload lots, subject to a 
minimum weight tariff restriction of 10,000 pounds by one 
shipper and between points of origin and destination which are 
not served by regular route authorized motor carriers, without 
minimum weight tariff restriction. Exceptions, if any, must 
be filed within twenty-five days from date of service. 

Ohio—MC 1503, Sub. No. 20, Central Greyhound Lines, 
Inc., Norwalk-Sandusky extension. Joint board 117. Served 
April 14. Certificate proposed. Passengers and their baggage, 
and express, mail and newspapers in the same vehicle with 
passengers between Norwalk and Sandusky, O., over U. S. 
highway 250, serving no intermediate or off-route point. Modi- 
fied procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must 
be filed within thirty days from date of service. 

Kentucky—MC 89437, Orville Sydnor, contract carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 209. Served April 14. Permit pro- 
posed. Grain, Cincinnati, O., to points in Harrison, Scott, 
Franklin and Anderson counties, Ky., over irregular routes. 

Minnesota—MC 95662, Louis Niessink, common carrier ap- 
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plication. Joint board 147. Served April 14. Certificate pro- 
posed. Live stock between Steen, Minn., and points within 
fifteen miles thereof, on the one hand, and Sioux Falls, S. D., 
on the other, over irregular routes. 

lowa—MC 95547, John H. Dekker, common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 148. Served April 14. Live stock, grain 
and hay between Ireton, Ia., and points within ten miles there- 
of, on the one hand, and points in Lincoln, Minnehaha and 
Union counties, S. D., on the other, and agricultural implements 
and parts from Sioux Falls, S. D., to Ireton and points within 
the before mentioned Iowa territory. Modified procedure. 
Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 
thirty days from date of service. 

lowa—MC 95517, Elmer Rickabaugh, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 138. Served April 14. Certificate pro- 
posed. Specified commodities between Bartlett, Ia., and points 
in Iowa within fifteen miles thereof, on the one hand, and 
Omaha, Plattsmouth and Nebraska City, Neb., on the other, 
over irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on re- 
quest. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty days 
from date of service. 

Nebraska—MC 95426, Ray Noble, common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 138. Served April 14. Certificate recom- 
mended. General commodities, with exceptions, between Star 
and Opportunity, Neb., on the one hand, and Sioux City, Ia., 
on the other; live stock between Star and points in Nebraska 
within thirty-five miles thereof, on the one hand, and Sioux 
City, on the other; feed from Sioux City to O’Neill and Page, 
Neb.; and agricultural implements, grain, fruits and vegetables, 
salt, petroleum and its products and building materials, from 
Sioux City to Page, Neb., over irregular routes. Modified pro- 
cedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed 
within thirty days from date of service. 

Minnesota—MC 95330, Joe Bosch, common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 147. Served April 14. Certificate pro- 
posed. Live stock between Steen, Minn., and points within 
fifteen miles thereof, on the one hand, and Sioux Falls, S. D., 
on the other, over irregular routes. 

Virginia—MC 95298, Robert W. McGolerick, contract car- 
rier application. Joint board 68. Served April 14. Permit 
proposed. Building materials, between Arlington, Va., on the 
one hand, and points in Maryland within fifty miles of Arling- 
ton, Va., on the other, over irregular routes, passing through 
the District of Columbia when necessary. Modified procedure. 
Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 
thirty days from date of service. 

Minnesota—MC 95223, Clarence G. Elliott, dba Elliott 
Transportation Co., common carrier application. Joint board 
24. Served April 14. Certificate recommended. Passengers 
and their baggage, and express and newspapers in the same 
vehicle with passengers between Wadena, Minn., and Wahpe- 
ton, N. D., over a regular route, serving all intermediate 
points. Modified procedure. Hearing on reques. Exceptions, 
if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

lowa—MC 95213, Nile Harkins, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 138. Served April 14. Certificate proposed. 
Live stock between Wichita, Kan., and points within a radius 
of 10 miles thereof, on the one hand, and Omaha, Neb., on 
the other, over a described route. 


Indiana—MC 95101, Robert W. Raper, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 60. Served April 14. Certificate recom- 
mended. Live stock and other specified commodities between 
points in Indiana and points in Ohio, over irregular routes. 
Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within 30 days from date of service. 


Nebraska—MC 95057, Henry C. Mau, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 138. Served April 14. Certificate pro- 
posed. Live stock and grain between Wayne, Neb., and points 
within 15 miles thereof, on the one hand, and Sioux City, Ia., 
on the other, coal and furniture from Sioux City, Ia., to the 
before mentioned Nebraska points, and household good and 
emigrant movables between Wayne and points within 15 miles 
thereof, on the one hand, and points in Iowa west of U. S. 
highway 71, on the other, over irregular routes. Modified pro- 
cedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed 
within 30 days from date of service. 

New York—MC 94823, Willard Crayton, common carrier 
application. Examiner L. R. Conley. Served April 14. Certifi- 
cate proposed. Agricultural commodities from points in Suf- 
folk county, N. Y., to points in New Jersey within 20 miles of 
the City Hall, New York City; animal and poultry feed from 
the before mentioned New Jersey points to points in Suffolk 
county; seed potatoes from Port Newark, N. J., to points in 
Suffolk county; potato bags from Jersey City, N. J., to points in 
Suffolk county; and fertilizer from Carteret and South Kearny, 
N. J., to points in Suffolk county, over irregular routes. Modi- 
fied procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must 
be filed within 30 days from date of service. 
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New York—MC 93934, Charles Grampp, dba Bay Shore 
Storage Warehouse, common carrier application. Examiner 
L. R. Conley. Served April 14. Certificate proposed. House- 
hold goods, between points in Suffolk county, N. Y., on the one 
hand, and points in New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, 
Massachusetts, Connecticut, Maryland, Virginia, and Washing- 
ton, D. C., on the other, over irregular routes. Modified pro- 
cedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed 
within 30 days from date of service. 

lowa—MC 93718, Leo Henningsen and Bert Henningsen, 
dba Henningsen Bros., common carrier application. Joint board 
54. Served April 14. Certificate proposed. Live stock and honey 
from Preston, Ia., to Chicago, Ill., and points in the Chicago 
municipal area; and live stock, petroleum products, in contain- 
ers, feed, tankage, hardware, fencing and roofing materials, 
and bee keepers’ supplies and equipment, on return, over regu- 
lar routes, with service to points within 10 miles of Preston, 
as intermediate and off-route points, and to Savanna, IIl., 
restricted to live stock only. Modified procedure. Hearing on 
request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from 
date of service. 

lowa—MC 93673, Joseph J. Boge, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 111. Served April 14. Certificate proposed. 
Live stock from Farley, Ia., to Chicago, Ill., over U. S. highway 
20, serving all points within 5 miles of Farley as intermediate 
or off-route points; binder twine and agricultural implements 
and parts thereof, from Chicago to Farley and Dyersville, Ia., 
over U. S. highway 20; and agricultural implements and parts 
thereof, from Rock Falls, Rock Island, Moline, and East Moline, 
Ill., to Farley and Dyersville, over regular routes. Modified 
procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within 30 days from date of service. 

Maine—MC 93511, Larry Losier, contract carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 114. Served April 14. Denial for want of 
prosecution proposed. Pulpwood between points in New Hamp- 
shire and Maine. 

New York—MC 93373, Zah Garage, Inc., common carrier 
application. Joint board 3. Served April 14. Certificate recom- 
mended. Passengers and their baggage, in charter service, 
beginning and ending at points in Richmond county, N. Y., and 
extending to points in New Jersey, with no pick-up or dis- 
charge of passengers en route, over irregular routes. Modified 
procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within 30 days from date of service. 

Nebraska—MC 93140, Fred Spencer, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 138. Served April 14. Certificate recom- 
mended. Live stock and general commodities, with exceptions, 
over a regular route between Lynch, Neb., and Sioux City, Ia. 
Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

Nebraska—MC 93134, H. L. Evans, common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 185. Served April 14. Certificate proposed. 
Specified commodities, between points in Nebraska, on the 
one hand, and Sioux City, Ia., and Yankton, S. D., on the 
other, over irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on 
request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from 
date of service. 


Ohio—MC 93052, John J. Williams, contract carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 59. Served April 14. Permit proposed. 
Retail store merchandise between Steubenville, O., on the 
one hand, and points within a 30-mile radius thereof in Penn- 
sylvania and West Virginia, on the other, over irregular routes. 

Maine—MC 89766, Fred C. Bardbury and Annie M. Silke, 
dba C. E. Bradbury Co., contract carrier application. Joint 
board 70. Served April 14. Dismissal of application proposed 
at request of applicant. General commodities, with exceptions, 
between points within a radius of 25 miles of Bangor, Me., over 
irregular routes. 


Louisiana—MC 89793, Mari-Jean Motor Lines, Inc., con- 
tract carrier application. Joint board 164. Served April 14. 
Permit proposed. Rice and rice products, rice mill machinery, 
bags, talcum glucose, sieves and brushes, between New Or- 
leans, La., on the one hand, and Crowley and Rayne, La., on the 
other, over irregular routes. 

Oklahoma—MC 89754, Dorothy Bolin, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 88. Served April 14. Permit proposed, 
on finding applicant’s operation to be that of a contract car- 
rier. General commodities, except household movings, between 
points in Oklahoma City and Nichols Hills, Okla., in the per- 
formance of pick-up and delivery service for line-haul motor 
common carriers. 

Ohio—MC 89663, Richard Ralph Biehl, contract carrier 
application. Joint board 59. Served Avril 14. Permit recom- 
mended. Malt beverages from Carnegie and Pittsburgh, Pa., 
on the one hand, to Marietta, O., on the other, and empty con- 
tainers in the reverse direction. 

South Dakota—MC 89485, Martin Lawler, common appli- 
cation. Joint board 185. Served April 14. Certificate recom- 
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mended. Live stock and emigrant movables between Mill- 
boro, S. D., and points in Nebraska and South Dakota within 
30 miles thereof, on the one hand, and Sioux City, Ia., on the 
other, and agricultural implements and parts, farm supplies, 
feed, grain and seed from Sioux City to Millboro and points 
in Nebraska and South Dakota within 30 miles thereof, over 
irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of 
service. 

New York—MC 89083, Warren E. Perkins, common car- 
rier application. Examiner M. B. Driscoll. Served April 14. 
Certificate recommended. Sailboats and accessories thereto 
between Skaneateles, N. Y., on the one hand, and all points 
in New York, Maine, Ohio, Pennsylvania, New Jersey, Connec- 
ticut, Rhode Island, New Hampshire, Vermont and Massa- 
setts, on the other, over irregular routes. 

New York—MC 88398, William G. Koetzle, contract car- 
rier application. Examiner R. J. Flood. Served April 14. Per- 
mit proposed. Wines, flavoring extracts, syrups, concentrates, 
ink, paste, mucilage, glue, adhesives, wallboard and tiles, from 
New York, N. Y., to points in New Jersey within a radius of 
25 miles of Columbus Circle, N. Y., over irregular routes. 

New York—MC 73640, Brown & McCooey, Inc., contract 
carrier application, embracing also Sub. No. 1, Same, Boston 
extension. Examiner W. R. Tyers. Served April 14. Certifi- 
cate proposed. Continuance of operation, bituminous coal, Lu- 
cinda, Pa., to Randolph, N. Y., over a specified route, and logs 
between points in Pennsylvania and New York within 30 miles 
of Randolph, N. Y., over irreguler routes; also veneer and ply- 
wood from Falconer, N. Y., to Boston, Mass., over specified 
routes, serving intermediate points in Massachusetts, Rhode 
Island and Connecticut, also serving Woonsocket, R. I., and 
Hartford, ‘Conn., via Providence, R. I., over specified highways. 

Montana—MC 70106, Sub. No. 1, James P. Caldwell and 
Robert R. Caldwell, extension of operations. Joint board 123. 
Served April 14. Denial of certificate proposed. Ore and con- 
centrates, mining and road building machinery, equipment and 
supplies between Gardiner, Mont., and points in Montana, 
within a radius of 20 miles of Cooke, Mont., through Yellow- 
stone National Park. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 
25 days from date of service. 

Wisconsin—MC 81592, Sup. No. 1, William F. Paus, dba 
Ladysmith Bus Line, extension—Winter. Joint board 96. 
Served April 14. Certificate proposed. Passengers and their 
baggage, and express and newspapers in the same vehicle with 
passengers, between Ladysmith and Winter, Wis., over a speci- 
fied route, serving all intermediate points, and Exland, Wis., 
as an off-route point. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of 
service. 

South Dakota—MC 95675, Elmer Christensen. common 
carrier application. Joint board 148. Served April 15. Denial 
for want of prosecution proposed. Live stock and mill feeds 
between Sioux City, Ia., and points within 15 miles of Ver- 
millien, S. D. 

lowa—MC 95507—Clyde Harrison Buechler, common car- 
rier application. Joint board 182. Served April 15. Denial for 
want of prosecution proposed. General commodities between 
points in Iowa and Minnesota. 

lowa—MC 95503, Ed Ziesmer, common carrier application. 
Joint board 182. Served April 15. Certificate recommended. 
Live stock between Garner, Ia., and points within a radius of 
10 miles thereof. on the one hand, and Albert Lea and Austin, 
Minn., on the other, over irregular routes. 

Connecticut—MC 95455, John H. Cumminger, Jr., dba 
Port Road Wrecking Co., common carrier application. Ex- 
aminer M. B. Driscoll. Served April 15. Certificate proposed. 
Contractors’ equipment and supplies, and heavy machinery 
between Stamford, Conn., and points in Connecticut within 
15 miles thereof, on the one hand, and points in Massachusetts. 
New Jersey New York and Rhode Island, on the other; boats and 
materials used in their repiar and construction between the Stam- 
ford area before mentioned. on the one hand, and points in 
New Jersey, Lake George, N. Y., and the New York, N. Y., 
commercial zone. on the other; and scrap metals between the 
Stamford area before mentioned, on the one hand, and points 
in Westchester countv. N. Y., the New York, N. Y.. commercial 
zone, and points in Massachusetts and Rhode Island, on the 
other, over irregular routes. 

lowa—MC 95016. George Robb. common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 146. Served April 15. Denial for want of 
prosecution proposed. Live stock, grain, feed, lumber, farm 
supplies and necessities, between points in Iowa and Minnesota. 

West Virginia—MC 94431, Chester Bonnette, common car- 
rier application. Joint board 61. Served April 15. Certifi- 
cate recommended. Coal, road building materials, and forms 
used in road building work, from Martins Ferry, O., to points 
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in West Virginia, and from Benwood, Holliday’s Cove, Mounds- 
ville and Weirton, W. Va., to points in Ohio, within fifty miles 
of point of origin, over irregular routes. ; 

lowa—MC 94089, Ward B. Price, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 146. Served April 15. Certificate pro- 
posed. Live stock between St. Ansgar, Ia., and points within 
a radius of 10 miles thereof, on the one hand, and Albert Lea 
and Austin, Minn., on the other, over irregular routes. 

lowa—MC 94067, Geo. W. Millard, common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 146. Served April 15. Certificate recom- 
mended. Live stock between Rudd, Ia., and points within a 
radius of five miles thereof, on the one hand, and South St. 
Paul, Albert Lea and Austin, Minn., on the other, over irregular 
routes. 

New York—MC 93403, Leon H. Taylor and John A. Mill- 
sap, common carrier application. Examiner M. B. Driscoll. 
Served April 15. Denial for want of prosecution proposed. 
Automobiles between points in Ohio, Michigan, New York, 
Pennsylvania, Maryland, Massachusetts and the District of 
Columbia. 

Colorado—MC 92169, Sub. No. 1, James Richardson, dba 
James Richardson General Transfer, common carrier applica- 
tion—new operation. Joint board 43. Served April 15. Cer- 
tificate proposed. General commodities between Kim, Colo., 
and points within twenty-five miles thereof, on the one hand, 
and Elkhart and Dodge City, Kan., on the other, over irregular 
routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, 
if any, must be filed within thirty days from date of service. 

Pennsylvania—MC 89925, Oliver W. Brate, common car- 
rier application. Examiner H. J. Vinskey. Served April 15. 
Certificate recommended. Household goods between Philadel- 
phia, Pa., on the one hand, and points in Delaware, New Jersey 
and New York, on the other, over irregular routes. 

Idaho—MC 89893, J. Aaron Hemsley, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 29. Served April 15. Certificate pro- 
posed. Coal, over irregular and regular routes from mines in 
Wyoming near Alpine, Wyo., to Ashton and Pocatello, Ida., 
serving certain intermediate and off-route points. Modified 
procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within thirty days from date of service. 

Maine—MC 89866, Cleveland G. Bickford and Theodore A. 
Bickford, dba Bickford’s Garage, contract carrier application. 
Joint board 70. Served April 15. Permit proposed. Pulp- 
wood and dimension lumber from Bath to Topsham, Me., over 
a described route. 

Minnesota—MC 89843, Nels Anderson, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 147. Served April 15. Certificate recom- 
mended. Live stock between Steen, Minn., and points within 
fifteen miles, thereof, on the one hand, and Sioux Falls, S. D., 
on the other, over irregular routes. 

West Virginia—MC 89798, Murphy Bus Co., common car- 
rier application. Joint board 245. Served April 15. Certifi- 
cate proposed. Persons, light express, mail and newspapers in 
West Virginia and Virginia. 

North Carolina—MC 89767, Robert C. Dick, common car- 
rier application. Joint board 7. Served April 15. Denial of 
application proposed. General commodities in North Carolina 
and Virginia. 

Tennessee—MC 89634, Orban Ernest Price, common car- 
rier application. Joint board 25. Served April 15. Denial for 
— of prosecution proposed. Seed in Tennessee and Ken- 
tucky. 

New Mexico—MC 89487, Henry M. Trujillo, common car- 
rier application. Joint board 125. Served April 15. Denial 
of application proposed. General commodities, with exceptions, 
between points in Colorado and New Mexico. 

Pennsylvania—MC 89143, Doyle Quentin Williams, con- 
tract carrier application. Joint board 59. Served April 15. 
Permit recommended. Insel brick, erecting equipment and 
supplies, from Pittsburgh, Pa., to points in Ohio and West Vir- 
ginia, over irregular routes. 

New Jersey—MC 88420, Joseph P. Lenny and George F. 
Mackenzie, dba Scotty’s Moving & Storage, common carrier 
application. Examiner L. J. P. Fichthorn. Served April 15. 
Denial for want of prosecution proposed. Household goods 
between points in New Jersey, New York, Connecticut, Penn- 
sylvania, Maryland, Delaware and the District of Columbia. 

North Carolina—MC 74632, T. J. Fletcher, dba Fletcher & 
Mauney, contract carrier application. Examiner W. W. Mc- 
Caslin. Served April 15. Permit proposed. New furniture 
from West End and Sanford, N. C., to points in Virginia, West 
Virginia, South Carolina, Maryland, Pennsylvania, New Jersey, 
New York, Delaware. Connecticut, Massachusetts, Kentucky 
and the District of Columbia, and materials and supplies from 
points in the before mentioned states in which destination points 
of furniture are located to West End and Sanford, in truck- 
load lots of not less than 9,000 pounds minimum, over irregular 
routes. 
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California—MC 72810, Sub. No. 1, C. R. Hausel, dba C. R. 
Hausel Transportation Co., extension—McKittrick. Examiner 
A. T. Palmer. Served April 15. Permit recommended. Oil well 
casing and pipe from McKittrick to North Belridge and South 
Belridge, Calif., over California highway 33. Exceptions, if 
any, must be filed within 25 days from date of service. 

Louisiana—MC 65153, Sub. No. 1, Fruge Truck Line, Lake 
Charles-Jennings, La., extension. Joint board 164. Served April 
15. Permit recommended. Binder twine from Lake Charles, 
La., to Jennings, La., over U. S. highway 90. 

Maryland—MC 60396, Sub. No. 1, Cumberland Motor Ex- 
press Corporation, extension of operations—petroleum and 
petroleum products in tank trucks. Joint board 206. Served 
April 15. Certificate proposed. Liquid petroleum products, in 
tank trucks, over specified routes, from East Freedom, Pa., to 
Keyser, W. Va., and Hagerstown, Md., serving certain inter- 
mediate and off-route points. 

Louisiana—MC 59290, Sub. No. 1, J. L. Sanders, dba 
Sanders Truck Line, Jackson extension. Joint board 4. Served 
April 15. Denial of certificate proposed. General commodities 
between Jackson, Miss., and Memphis, Tenn., over a specified 
route. 

lowa—MC 58985, Sub. No. 1, Frank Goldapp, contract car- 
rier extension. Examiner L. B. Dunn. Served April 15. Denial 
of application proposed. Iron and steel products between 
Omaha, Neb., on the one hand, and Peoria and Chicago, IIl., 
East Chicago, Ind., and Sioux City, Ia., on the other, over 
specified routes. 

New York—MC 54079, Isidore Henig, common carrier ap- 
plication. Examiner R. J. Flood. Served April 15. Certificate 
recommended. Continuance of operations, office and store fur- 
niture and fixtures, finished wood work, feathers and downs, 
from New York, N. Y., to points in specified counties in Con- 
necticut and New Jersey, over irregular routes, and used office 
and store furniture and fixtures in the reverse direction. 

Massachusetts—MC 50978, Gaspare D’Agata, contract car- 
rier application. Joint board 22. Served April 15. Denial of 
permit proposed. Ale, beer, lager, porter and malt beverages 
from Brooklyn, N. Y., to Boston, Mass., empty barrels in the 
reverse direction, and apples from Concord, Mass., to New 
York City, N. Y., over regular routes. 

Pennsylvania—MC 47890, Sub. No. 1, Joseph H. Beers, 
extension—slate and slate products. Examiner H. J. Vinskey. 
Served April 15. Certificate proposed. Slate and slate products 
from Bangor, Pa., and points within a radius of 10 miles thereof 
to points in New Jersey, New York, Delaware, Connecticut, 
Maryland, Massachusetts, Virginia, West Virginia and the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, over irregular routes. 

Vermont—MC 45626, Sub. No. 2, Vermont Transit Co., 
Inc., extension—Baldwin, N. Y. Examiner C. E. Brooks. Served 
April 15. Denial of certificate proposed. Passengers and their 
baggage, light express, mail, and newspapers in the same 
vehicle with passengers, in seasonal operation, between Ver- 
gennes, Vt., and Baldwin, N. Y., over specified routes. 

West Virginia—MC 30942, Sub. No. 1, Evans Line, Inc., 
common carrier application. Examiner William A. Maidens. 
Served April 15. Certificate proposed. Household goods, office 
furniture and fixtures, between specified points in Virginia and 
West Virginia, on the one hand, and points in Delaware, 
Florida, Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, Maryland, Mich- 
igan, New Jersey, New York, North Carolina, Ohio, Pennsyl- 
vania South Carolina, Tennessee, Virginia, West Virginia and 
District of Columbia, on the other, over irregular routes. 

Pennsylvania—MC 23770, Sub. No. 1, Samuel Platsky, 
extension, Ohio, Michigan, Indiana and Illinois. Examiner H. J. 
Vinskey. Served April 15. Certificate recommended. Used and 
uncrated office machinery, and equipment pertaining thereto, 
usually used in an office, from Philadelphia, Pa., to points in 
Ohio, Michigan, Indiana and Illinois, over irregular routes. 

Louisiana—MC 8768, Sub. No. 1, Security Storage & Van 
Co., Inc., common carrier application. Joint board 164. Served 
April 15. Certificate proposed. General commodities within New 
Orleans, La., and an area within seven and one-half miles 
thereof, over irregular routes. 

lowa—MC 953, Sub. No. 1, Frank Jess Patterson, dba Pat- 
terson Transfer Co., common carrier application. Joint board 
138. Served April 15. Denial of application proposed. General 
commodities, with exceptions, between Omaha, Neb., and Win- 
terset, Ia., over a specified route. 

Colorado—MC 459, Mutual Transit Co., Inc., common car- 
rier application. Joint board 50. Served April 15. Denial of 
application proposed. General commodities, with exceptions, 
between Denver, Colo., and Frannie, Wyo., and intermediate 
points, over specified regular routes. 

Missouri—MC 48704, Sub. No. 2, Columbia Terminals Co.., 
extension—Terre Haute. Joint board 21. Served April 15. 
Permit recommended. Welding machinery and supplies, com- 
pressed gas, and empty cylinders, between Paris, Ill., and Terre 
Haute, Ind., over a specified route. 
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Kentucky—MC 11620, Sub. No. 2, Arrow Transfer Co., 
contract carrier application. Joint board 37. Served April 15. 
Permit recommended. Cream and butter, from points in Estill, 
Jackson, Rockcastle, Laurel, Clay, Greene, Adair, Russell, and 
Casey counties, Ky., to Cincinnati, O., and empty cream con- 
tainers on return, over irregular routes. Modified procedure. 
Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 
30 days from date of service. 

Pennsylvania—MC 95549, Ward Maust and Donald Maust, 
dba Maust Brothers, common carrier application. Examiner 
L. R. Conley. Served April 18. Certificate proposed. Coal 
and agricultural commodities from and to specified points in 
Maryland and Pennsylvania, over irregular routes, and house- 
hold goods between Berlin, Pa., and points within 4 miles there- 
of, on the one hand, and points in Maryland, Ohio, and Penn- 
sylvania, on the other, over irregular routes. Modified pro- 
cedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed 
within thirty days from date of service. 

New York—MC 94985, Walter E. Swanson, contract car- 
rier application. Examiner L. R. Conley. Served April 18. 
Permit recommended. Refrigerators between New York, N. Y., 
on the one hand, and points in New York, New Jersey and Con- 
necticut, on the other, over irregular routes. Modified pro- 
cedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed 
within thirty days from date of service. 

New York—MC 94927, Louis Miller, common carrier ap- 
plication. Examiner L. R. Conley. Served April 18. Certifi- 
cate recommended. Cut goods, trimmings, buttons, clasps 
and hangers, from New York, N. Y., to points in Passaic 
County, N. J., and to points in Bergen and Hudson counties, 
N. J., not including points in the New York, N. Y., commercial 
zone, over irregular routes, with finished garments on return. 
Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within thirty days from date of service. 

New York—MC 94667, Grace E. Miller, dba G. Miller and 
Son, common carrier application. Examiner L. R. Conley. 
Served April 18. Certificate proposed. Household goods be- 
tween points in Westchester County, N. Y., on the one hand, 
and points in Connecticut, New York and New Jersey, on the 
other, over irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on 
request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty days 
from date of service. 

Indiana—MC 94526. G. W. Rausberger, contract carrier 
application. Joint board 21. Served April 18. Permit proposed. 
Dry felt, deadening felt and wrapping paper from Mishawaka, 
Ind., to Chicago, Ill., rags and scrap paper from Chicago to 
Mishawaka; and commercial feed from Chicago to points in 
Indiana on and north of U. S. highway 24, over irregular 
routes. 

Oklahoma—MC 94402, Edgar E. Hembree, common carrier 
application. Joint board 39. Served April 18. Certificate rec- 
ommended. Live stock from Tonkawa, Okla., and farms with- 
in twenty miles thereof, to Arkansas City and Wichita, Kan., 
machinery from Hutchinson and Wichita, Kan., to Tonkawa 
and farms within twenty-five miles thereof, and household 
goods between Oklahoma points within fifty miles of Tonkawa 
and points in Kansas, over irregular routes. 

lowa—MC 94008, Alfred A. Crowell, dba Alfred A. Crowell 
Truck Service, common carrier application. Examiner L. B. 
Dunn. Served April 18. Denial of application proposed. Gen- 
eral commodities, including live stock, between points in Iowa, 
Nebraska, Illinois and Missouri, over irregular routes. 

New York—MC 93952, Leonard Johnsen and Gunvald Emil 
Reyerson, dba Johnsen and Reyerson, common carrier applica- 
tion. Examiner L. R. Conley. Served April 18. Certificate 
recommended. Household goods between New York, N. Y., on 
the one hand, and points in Connecticut, New York, New Jer- 
sey and Pennsylvania. on the other, over irregular routes. 
Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within thirty days from date of service. 

Maryland—MC 93335. Oscar T. Gladhill. common carrier 
anplication. Joint board 63. Served April 18. Denial of cer- 
tificate proposed. Passengers and their baggage, and express, 
mail and newsnpanrers in the same vehicle with rassengers, over 
a regular route. between Frederick, Md., and Winchester, Va. 

South Dakota—MC 92986. Anton Anderson, common car- 
rier application. Joint board 185. Served April 18. Certificate 
proposed. Live stock between Burke, S. D.. and points within 
twentv miles thereof, on the one hand, and Sioux City, Ia., on 
the other. 

Idaho—MC 92927. Wilford H. Hall, contract carrier avovli- 
cation. Joint board 259. Served Avril 18. Denial of apnlica- 
tion proposed. Feed and containers between points in Idaho, 
Montana and Utah, over regular routes. 

New Jersey—MC 92924, Anthony Belfi, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 67. Served April 18. Certificate rec- 
ommended. Specified commodities between Philadelphia, Pa., 
and points in New Jersey, over irregular routes. Modified 








PAGE 897 


procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within thirty days from date of service. 

Pennsylvania—MC 89867, Robert L. Sachse, dba Sugarloaf 
Trucking Co., contract carrier application. Examiner H. J. 
Vinskey. Served April 18. Denial of application proposed. 
Groceries and kindred products from New York, N. Y., Balti- 
more, Md., and Camden, N. J., to Hazleton, Pa., over specified 
routes. 

Quebec, Canada—MC 89756, Clement Menard, common 
carrier application. Joint board 132. Served April 18. De- 
nial for want of prosecution proposed. Logs and pulpwood 
between points in Vermont and New Hampshire and points 
in Quebec, Canada. 

Nebraska—MC 89743, Harry Lundberg, common carrier 
application. Joint board 185. Served April 18. Denial of 
application recommended. Live stock, grain, farm implements, 
commercial feed and rough freight, between points within a 
100-mile radius of Wausa, Neb., on the one hand, and points in 
South Dakota and Nebraska, on the other, over irregular 
routes. 

Vermont—MC 89738, George E. Brouillette, contract car- 
rier application. Joint board 132. Served April 18. Denial 
for want of prosecution proposed. Forest products, furniture, 
furniture parts, and mill supplies, between Richford, Vt., and 
vicinity, Orleans and Irasburg, Vt., and Lincoln, N. H., and 
points in Quebec, Canda. 

Nebraska—MC 89648, Fred C. Mathieson, common carrier 
application. Joint board 185. Served April 18. Denial for 
want of prosecution proposed. Specified commodities between 
points within a 20-mile radius of Allen, Neb., and Sioux City, 
Ia., and Yankton, S. D. 

New Mexico—MC 89484, Alphonso P. Armijo, dba New 
Mexico Film Express Co., contract carrier application. Joint 
board 125. Served April 18. Denial for want of prosecution 
proposed. Motion picture film and film advertising trailers 
between Denver, Colo., and Socorro, N. M., and all intermediate 
points in New Mexico, over U. S. highway 85. 

Minnesota—MC 89454, Russell Standish, common carrier 
application. Joint board 147. Served April 18. Certificate 
proposed. Live stock and agricultural commodities, from Hat- 
field, Minn., and points within 15 miles thereof, to Sioux City, 
Ta., and Sioux Falls, S. D., and agricultural implements and 
parts, feed and tankage, in the opposite direction; also emi- 
grant movables, between Hatfield and points within 15 miles 
thereof, on the one hand, and points in Iowa and South Da- 
kota, on the other. Modified procedure. Hearine on request. 
Exception, if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of 
service. 

New Jersey—MC 89246, Mathews Furniture & Storage 
Warehouse Co., Inc..;common carrier application. Joint board 
42. Served April 18. Certificate proposed. Household goods 
between Atlantic City, N. J., on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in New York and Pennsylvania, over irregular routes. 
Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within 30 days from date of service. 


Oklahoma—MC 89183, I. C. Black and Sons, contract car- 
rier application. Joint board 90. Served April 18. Permit 
recommended. Beer from New Orleans, La., to specified points 
in Oklahoma, and empty containers in the reverse direction, 
over regular routes. 

Tennessee—MC 89008, Tom Still Transfer Co., Inc., con- 
tract carrier application. Examiner J. L. Bradford. Served 
April 18. Denial of application proposed. Acetate yarn, spools, 
pads, packing and other acetate yarn supplies, between Kings- 
port, Tenn., on the one hand, and points in Virginia, North 
Carolina and South Carolina. on the other, over specified routes. 

Vermont—MC 79338, Silvio Nardini and M. A. Meagher, 
dba Perras Motor Line (successors in interest to Elphege H. 
Perras, dba E. H. Perras Motor Line), common carrier appli- 
cation. Examiner L. W. Cunningham. Served April 18. De- 
nial of certificate proposed. General commodities between 
points in Vermont, Pennsylvania, New York and New Jersey, 
over regular routes. 

Indiana—MC 73449, Sub. No. 2, Central Truckaway Sys- 
tem, Inc., common carrier application. Examiner Reece Har- 
rison. Served April 18. Certificate recommended. Automo- 
biles, trucks. bodies, cabs and chassis, new and used, from 
Louisville, Ky.. and Indianapolis, Ind., to points in North 
Carolina, Virginia and West Virginia with secondary move- 
ments between points in those states or return to Louisville 
and Indiananolis in truckawavy service over irregular routes. 

Ohio—MC 48337, Short Wav Lines, Inc.. common carrier 
application. Joint board 23. Served April 18. Certificate 
recommended. Passengers and their baggage, and express and 
newspapers in the same vehicle with passengers, between 
Lansing, Mich., and Fort Wayne, Ind., over U. S. highway 27, 
and serving all intermediate points. 
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Idaho—MC 46747, Sub. No. 1, N. K. Alexander—exten- 
sion of operations—Nyssa, Ore. Joint board 6. Served April 
18. Certificate proposed. Sugar beets between Emmett and 
Letha, Ida., as radial points, on the one hand, and points within 
20 miles of those points, on the other; box shooks between 
Emmett and Nyssa, Ore.; and household goods between Em- 
mett, on the one hand, and points in Malheur county, Ore., 
on the other, over irregular routes. Exceptions, if any, must 
be filed within 25 days from date of service. 

Idaho—MC 46747, N. K. Alexander (successor in interest 
to Mrs. C. D. Alexander), common carrier application—Em- 
mett, Ida. Joint board 49. Served April 18. Certificate pro- 
posed. Specified commodities between points in Idaho. Ex- 
ceptions, if any, must be filed within 25 days from date of 
service. 

Pennsylvania—MC 44339, Sub. No. 1, G. Leslie Miller, ex- 
tension of operations. Joint board 65. Served April 18. Cer- 
tificate proposed. General commodities between Bloomsburg, 
Pa., and points within 20 miles thereof, in pick-up and delivery 
service. 

Massachusetts—MC 37391, Clarence S. Borggaard, dba 
Cc. S. Borggaard, common carrier application. Examiner H. 
L. Hanback. Served April 18. Certificate proposed on finding 
applicant’s operations to be those of a common carrier. Con- 
tinuance of operations, specified commodities between points 
in Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut, New Hampshire, 
New York and New Jersey, over irregular routes. 

Missouri—MC 30378, Sub. No. 2, Associated Transports, 
Inc., common carrier application, Missouri-Iowa extension. 
Joint board 137. Served April 18. Denial of application pro- 
posed. Specified commodities (automobiles, trucks, tractors, 
cabs, new and unfinished) between points in Missouri and Iowa, 
over irregular routes. 

Connecticut—MC 18159, Sub. No. 1, Consolidated Motor 
Lines, Inc., extension of operations. Joint board 67. Served 
April 18. Certificate proposed. General commodities. with 
exceptions, between Binghamton, N. Y.. and Suffern, N. Y., 
between Portland. Pa., and Somerville, N. J., between Easton, 
Pa., and Somerville, and between Binghamton and Schenec- 
tady, N. Y., over specified routes, with no service to interme- 
diate or off-route points or to anv of- the above mentioned 
points, except as may be authorized in MC 18159. 

Louisiana—MC 2579, Sub. No. 1, Alphonse Scar‘ano, con- 
tract carrier application. Joint board 28. Served Anril 18. 
Denial of permit proposed. Snecified commodities between 
New Orleans, La.. and points in Mississinni, over recular routes. 

Maryland—MC 1034, Sub. No. 1, Tidewater Express Lines, 
Inc.. extension Maryland. Joint board 120. Served April 18. 
Certificate proposed. Uncrated household goods and general 
commodities, with exceptions, between Washington, D. C., and 
points in Maryland, over regular routes. 

Ohio—MC 44947, Sub. No. 1. Bernard Deioma and George 
Meininger, dba Deioma and Meininger—extension of opera- 
tions. Examiner W. E. Messer. Served April 18. Permit 
recommended. Sugar, nuts, dates and coffee, from points in 
the New York, N. Y., commercial zone, as defined by the Com- 
mission in 1 M. C. C. 665, to Youngstown, Akron, Canton, 
Alliance, Dover, Niles. Warren, Navarre, Uhrichsville. Salem, 
New Philadelphia, Malvern, East Liverpool, Steubenville, Mas- 
sillon, and Orrville, O., over irregular routes. 

Indianna—MC 8540, Sub. No. 1, Gas City Transfer Co., 
Inc., extension—glassware, embracing also Sub. No. 2, Same, 
extension—cullett; Sub. No. 5, Same, extennsinon—bottles; 
Sub. No. 6, Same, extension—jars; Sub. No. 8, Same, exten- 
sion—cans; Sub. No. 12, Same. extension—naner; and Sub. 
No. 13, Same, extension—wire. Examiner L. J. Kassel. Served 
April 18. Certificate proposed. Specified commodities between 
points in Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, West Virginia, Michigan 
and Ohio, over irregular routes. 

Kentucky—MC 94591, B. A. Muench, contract carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 155. Served April 18. Denial of per- 
mit proposed. General commodities, in pick-up and delivery 
service for motor common carriers. in Louisville, Ky., on the 
one hand. and New Albany and Jeffersonville, Ind.. on the 
other. The joint board also found insufficient evidence to 
establish that applicant’s proposed operation in the transpor- 
tation of packing house products from Louisville, Ky., to the 
contiguous municipalities of New Albany and Jeffersonville, 
Ind.. and general commodities between Louisville, New Albany 
and Jeffersonville. was such as to require a permit or certificate 
under the motor carrier act. 

lowa—MC 95714. Guy E. Boyer, dba Bover Transfer Co., 
common carrier application. Joint board 138. Served April 
19. Dismissal of application pronosed. General commodities 
between po'nts in Nebraska and Iowa. 

Nebraska—MC 95650, Parker Erickson, dba Erickson Truck 
Lines, common carrier application. Examiner L. B. Dunn. 
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Served April 19. Certificate proposed. Used road building 
equipment and contractors’ supplies between points in Ne- 
braska, Iowa and Colorado, over irregular routes. 

Virginia—MC 95609, H. H. Scott, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 68. Served April 19. Denial for want of 
prosecution proposed. General commodities between specified 
points in Virginia, Maryland and the District of Columbia. 

New York—MC 95533, Anthony Musto, dba Carlyn Motor 
Service, common carrier application. Examiner L. R. Conley. 
Served April 19. Permit proposed on finding applicant’s op- 
eration to be that of a contract carrier. Paints, varnishes, 
dry colors and painters’ supplies from New York, N. Y., to 
Red Bank, Asbury Park and Morristown, N. J., and points in 
New Jersey within twenty miles of the City Hall in New York 
City; and rejected, damaged, or surplus paints, varnishes and 
painters’ supplies, in the opposite direction, over irregular 
routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, 
if any, must be filed within thirty days from date of service. 

_ Kentucky—MC 95278, F. G. Riddle, common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 37. Served April 19. Denial of certificate 
proposed. General commodities, between Cincinnati, O., and 
points in Kentucky. 

_ lowa—MC 95032, C. F. Kinkade, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 182. Served April 19. Denial for want of 
prosecution proposed. General commodities, including live 
stock, twine, hay, grain, feed and vegetables, between points in 
Iowa, Minnesota and Nebraska. 

Oregon—MC 94941, Howard H. Jenkins, common carrier 
application. Joint board 172. Served April 19. Certificate 
proposed. Lumber, points in Coos and Curry counties and that 
portion of Douglas County, Ore., lying west of U. S. highway 
99, to Brandon, Brookings, Coquille, Empire, Myrtle Point, 
Port Orford, Prosper, Reedsport and Sutherlin, Ore., over 
irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty days from date 
of service. 

Kentucky—MC 94818, J. Polk Brooks, common carrier ap- 
plication. Examiner J. L. Bradford. Served April 19. Denial 
of certificate proposed. Passengers and their baggage between 
Fulton, Ky., and Detroit, Mich., over a specified route. 

Ohio—MC 94654, Carl S. Redmond, common carr‘er appli- 
cation. Joint board 27. Served April 19. Certificate recom- 
mended. Building, excavating and road materials, coal, soil, 
flowers, shrubbery and plants between points in Trumbull 
County, O., and points in Mercer County, Pa., over irregular 
routes. 

Iidaho—MC 94392, Melvin Taylor, dba Weiser Transfer, 
common carrier application. Joint board 6. Served April 19. 
Certificate recommended. General commodities within Weiser, 
Ida., and a fifty-mile radius thereof in Idaho and Oregon over 
irregular routes; and lumber, cement, household goods, seed, 
building materials and supplies, farm machinery and agricul- 
tural produce between Weiser, as a radial point, on the one 
hand, and points in Baker, Malheur and Harney counties with- 
in a 100-mile radius of Weiser, on the other. Exceptions, if 
any, must be filed with'n twenty-five days from date of service. 

Ontario, Canada—MC 94305, Mrs. Lucy Dew, dba Dew 
The Mover, common carrier application. Examiner M. B. Dris- 
coll. Served April 19. Certificate proposed. Household goods 
(household movings) between the Niagara frontier crossings 
and the Roosevelt International bridge crossing (near Corn- 
wall), on the one hand, and all points in New York, New 
Jersey, Pennsylvania, Ohio and Massachusetts, on the other, 
limited to traffic having its origin or destination in Canada, 
over irregular routes. 


lowa—MC 94125, O. J. Lockrem and Joe Lockrem, dba 
Lockrem and Son, common carrier application. Joint board 
181. Served April 19. Denial for want of prosecution pro- 
posed. General commodities, with exceptions, between points 
in Iowa, Minnesota and Wisconsin. 


lowa—MC 94071, Henry O. Gabriel, common carrier an- 
plication. Joint board 146. Served April 19. Denial of appli- 
cation proposed. General commodities between Northwood, 
Ta., and vicinity, Mason City, Ia., and Albert Lea and Austin, 
Minn., over irregular routes. 


New York—MC 93465, Joseph Wielgonolski dba Wilky 
Carrier Co., common carrier application. Examiner Paul A. 
Colvin. Served April 19. Certificate proposed. Automobiles, 
from Buffalo, N. Y., Detroit, Mich., and Toledo, O., to New 
York, N. Y., points in Hudson, Bergen and Passaic counties, 
N. J.. and Stroudsburg and Scranton, Pa., and points within 
20 miles of Scranton, over irregular routes. 

New York—MC 93016, James Marzano, dba Commonwealth 
Motor Service, common carrier application. Examiner L. R. 
Conley. Served April 19. Certificate recommended. Printed 
and lithographed advertising material, from New York, N. Y., 
to Newark, N. J., and automatic phonographs and_ photo- 
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graphic machines, between New York, N. Y., and Newark, N. 
J., over regular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on re- 
quest. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from 
date of service. 

New Jersey—MC 92624, Evan M. Thomson, dba Thomson 
Express and Storage, common carrier application. Examiner 
L. R. Conley. Served April 19. Certificate proposed. House- 
hold goods between Princeton, N. J., and points within 10 miles 
thereof, on the one hand, and points in Connecticut, Delaware, 
Maryland, Massachusetts, New York, Pennsylvania, Rhode Is- 
land and the District of Columbia, on the other, over irregular 
routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, 
if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

Kentucky—MC 90747, Robert Ellnor, contract carrier ap- 
puication. Joint board 208. Served April 19. Permit recom- 
mended. Veneer from Burnside, Ky., to New Albany, Colum- 
bus, Dubois, Batesville, Jasper and Rushville, Ind., over irreg- 
ular routes. 

Wyoming—MC $0592, Geo. W. Lumley (successor in in- 
terest to U. G. Daniels), common carrier application. .Joint 
board 29. Served April 19. Certificate proposed. Mail, par- 
cel post, express, newspapers and less than carload lots of gen- 
eral commodities which originate or terminate at the freight 
depot of the Union Pacific Railroad Co., at Victor, Ida., be- 
tween Victor and Jackson, Wyo., over Idaho highway 33 and 
Wyoming highway 22, including service at the intermediate 
point of Wilson, Wyo. 

lowa—MC 90579, Merwyn B. Cuthbertson, common carrier 
application. Joint board 92. Served April 19. Denial for 
want of prosecution proposed. General commodities between 
points in Iowa. 

Quebec, Canada——_MC 89751, J. Roy Peasley, common carrier 
application. Joint board 188. Served April 19. Permit pro- 
posed on finding applicant’s operation to be that of a contract 
carrier. Forest products, originating at points in Quebec, Can- 
ada, from the international boundary line to Richford and 
North Troy, Vt., over irregular routes. 

Quebec, Canada—MC 89739, Guy Eldon Smith, common 
carrier application. Joint board 188. Served April 19. Cer- 
tificate recommended. Forest products, originating at points in 
Quebec, Canada, from the international boundary line to North 
Troy and Richford, Vt., over irregular routes. 

Colorado—MC 89442, Louis J. Johnson and Raymond W. 
Johnson, dba Johnson Storage and Moving Co., Denver, Colo., 
common carrier application. Examiner F. D. Binkley. Served 
April 19. Certificate proposed. Household goods and office 
furniture between points in Colorado, on the one hand, and 
points in the western part of the United States, on the other, 
over irregular routes. 

California—MC 89336, Carnall Trucks, common carrier 
application. Examiner A. T. Palmer. Served April 19. Denial 
for want of prosecution proposed. Cement between Victorville 
and Monolith, Calif., on the one hand and Los Angeles Harbor 
and Long Beach Harbor, Calif., on the other, over regular 
routes. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within twenty-five 
days from date of service. 

Nebraska—MC 89213, Ulrich Oil Co., common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 19. Served April 19. Certificate pro- 
posed. Petroleum products, in bulk, from refining and dis- 
tributing points in Kansas, on the one hand, to Pender, Rosalie, 
Thurston, Emerson, Oakland, Lyons, Pilger, Wisner, Norfolk, 
Hartington, Beemer, Carroll, Emmett, Coleridge, and West 
Point, Neb., on the other. 

Kansas—MC 89096, Oscar Schultz, common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 43. Served April 19. Permit recom- 
mended. Liquid petroleum products, in tank-truck loads, from 
Kansas refineries and pipe line terminals to certain points in 
Colorado, over specified regular routes. 

Missouri—MC 86678, Transport, Inc., common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 135. Served April 19. Denial of cer- 
tificate proposed. General commodities within the St. Louis, 
Mo.-East St. Louis, Ill., commercial zone as_ defined in 
L M.C.C. 656 and 2 M. C. C. 285. The joint board said that if 
applicant were granted authority it would unquestionably 
divert traffic from other carriers. 

New York—MC 77963, Sub. No. 1, Robert M. Parmerter, 
Vermont-Massachusetts extension. Examiner Reece Harrison. 
Served April 19. Permit proposed. Beer and ale in barrels, 
cartons, or cases, from Rochester, N. Y., to destinations in 
Vermont and points in Massachusetts, over irregular routes, 
and return of empty containers. 

West Virginia—MC 65472, Sub. No. 1, Paul Edward 
Barcus, extension of operations—household goods. Joint board 
59. Served April 19. Denial of application for a certificate 
proposed. Household goods between New Martinsville, W. Va., 
on the one hand, and points in Belmont, Monroe and Washing- 
ton counties, O., and Allegheny, Greene and Washington coun- 
ties, Pa., on the other, over irregular routes. 
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Ohio—MC 62219, Sub. No. 1, William Vale, extension of 
operations. Joint board 27. Served April 19. Certificate 
recommended. Clay and clay products from Lisbon and Neg- 
ley, O., to points in Allegheny, Beaver, Lawrence, Mercer and 
Erie counties, Pa., over irregular routes. 

Missouri—MC 41139, Sub. No. 1, R. D. Partridge, exten- 
sion of operations. Joint board 195. Served April 19. Denial 
of application proposed. Salt, chipboard, paper, vegetables, 
fruits and marshmallows, from Hutchinson, Kan., to specified 
points in Missouri and Illinois, and beer from Poria and Belle- 
ville, Ill., to Hutchinson. 

Colorado—MC 37498, Sub. No. 2, Robert E. Ensminger, 
dba R. E. Ensminger & Sons, extension of operations. Joint 
board 56. Served April 19. Dismissal of application.for a 
certificate proposed at request of applicant. Petroleum prod- 
ucts, in bulk, from Eldorado and McPherson, Kan., to Amherst, 
Colo. 

Massachusetts—MC 12127, H. Sinclair Morris, dba Eastern 
Freight Brokerage Co., broker application. Examiner L. W. 
Cunningham. Served April 19. License proposed. General 
commodities, with exceptions, between Boston, Mass., on the 
one hand, and points in New Hampshire, Vermont, Connecticut, 
Rhode Island, New Jersey, New York and Pennsylvania, on 
the other. 

Ohio—MC 11315, Sub. No. 1, William A. Givens, extension 
of operations. Examiner Mack Myers. Served April 19. De- 
nial of permit proposed. Rubber heels and rubber and scraps 
thereof, between Barberton and Akron, O., and points in Penn- 
sylvania, New York, Illinois, Kentucky and Missouri. 

Missouri—MC 1983, Sub. No. 1, Independent Fish Co., ex- 
tension—New Orleans. Joint board 302. Served April 19. De- 
nial of application for a permit proposed. Paints and paint 
materials, from St. Louis, Mo., on the one hand, to New Or- 
leans and’ Lake Charles, La., on the other, over a regular 
route. 

South Carolina—MC 24403, Southern United Lines, Inc., 
common carrier application. Examiner W. W. McCaslin. Served 
April 19. Denial of certificate proposed. Applicant, successor 
in interest to Paramount Motor Lines, Inc., and to J. B. Loy- 
less, general commodities between points in South Carolina, 
North Carolina, Georgia, Virginia, Maryland, Delaware, Penn- 
sylvania, New Jersey, New York and the District of Columbia, 
over irregular routes. 

New York—MC 89818, Arthur Reese, common carrier ap- 
plication. Examiner L. J. P. Fichthorn. Served April 19. De- 
nial of application recommended. Anthracite coal from Hazel- 
ton and Exeter, Pa., to Clinton Corners and Pine Plains, N. Y., 
over specified routes. 

Kentucky—MC 72190, Sub. No. 2, Ben Hall and J. W. Hall, 
Lexington-Cincinnati extension. Joint board 37. Served April 
19. Certificate recommended. Cracklings, tallow, dried blood 
and hiles from Lexington, Ky., to Cincinnati, O., over U. S. 
highway 25. 

Minnesota—MC 41475, Sub. No. 1, M. M. Liederbach, dba 
Sioux Limited Lines, common carrier application. Joint -board 
142. Served April 19. Denial of application proposed. Pas- 
sengers, baggage, express, mail and newspapers between Min- 
neapolis, Minn., and Fairchild, Wis., and between Marshfield 
and Addison, Wis., over specified routes. 

lowa—MC 23678, Charles Brady, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 192. Served April 19. Denial of applica- 
tion proposed. Specified commodities between New Market, 
Ia., and points within a defined radius thereof, and Omaha, 
Neb., and St. Joseph, Mo. 

New York—MC 95808, John Borchers, common carrier ap- 
plication. Examiner L. R. Conley. Served April 20. Certifi- 
cate proposed. Household goods, between New York, N. Y., 
on the one hand, and points in New York and New Jersey, on 
the other, over irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing 
on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days 
from date of service. 

lowa—MC 95678, Harold Grimm, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 54. Served April 20. Denial of application 
proposed. Live stock, machinery, feed, farm supplies, _and 
farm machinery, between Van Horne, la., and points within 
a radius of 15 miles thereof, and Chicago, IIll., over irregular 
routes. 


South Dakota—MC 95664, Henry Florey, common carrier 
application. Joint board 185. Served April 20. Certificate 
proposed. Live stock and used farm machinery between 
Geddes, S. D., and points within twenty miles thereof, on the 
one hand, and Sioux City, Ia., on the other, over irregular 
routes and live stock, between Geddes and points within twenty 
miles thereof, on the one hand, and Butte, Neb., on the other, 
over irregular routes. . 

South Dakota—MC 95659, I. O. Curry, common carrier 
application. Joint board 185. Served April 20. Certificate 
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recommended. Live stock, mill feed, and tractors, between 
Yankton, S. D., and points and places within twenty miles 
thereof, on the one hand, and Sioux City, Ia., on the other, 
over irregular routes. 

INinois—MC 95562, Joe H. Spach, dba Orion Material & 
Supplies, common carrier application. Joint board 54. Served 
April 20. Certificate proposed. Iron and steel culverts, from 
Davenport, Ia., to points in Henry County, IIl.; lime stone and 
crushed rock, from Linwood, Ia., to points in Henry, Mercer 
Knox and Rock Island counties, Ill.; coal from points in Knox, 
Henry and Rock Island counties to Davenport; building mate- 
rials and supplies from Davenport, to points in Henry and Rock 
Island counties, except specified points, with no transportation 
for compensation on return except as otherwise authorized; 
household goods between Davenport, on the one hand, and 
points in Henry county, on the other; and grain between Dav- 
enport, on the one hand, and points in Rock Island County, on 
the other, over irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing 
on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty days 
from date of service. 

lowa—MC 95390, Calvin Williams, common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 54. Served April 20. Certificate proposed. 
Live stock between Mediapolis, Ia., and points in Des Moines 
County, Ia., within ten miles of Mediapolis, on the one hand, 
and Galesburg and Peoria, Ml., on the other; grain from Walnut, 
Galesburg, and Monmouth, Ill., and points within ten miles 
thereof to Mediapolis and points in Des Moines County within 
ten miles thereof; and coal, from mines in Knox, Fulton and 
Peoria counties, Ill., to Mediapolis and points in Des Moines 
County, Ia., within ten miles of Mediapolis, over irregular 
routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, 
if any, must be filed within thirty days from date of service. 

lowa—MC 95333, Paul Stanfield, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 136. Served April 20. Denial for want of 
prosecution proposed. General commodities and live stock be- 
tween points in Illinois, Iowa and Nebraska. 

IMinois—MC 95332, Richard Bjorndahl, contract carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 54. Served April 20. Permit recom- 
mended. Cinders from Iowana, Ia., to Moline, Ill.; limestone 
from Linwood and Buffalo, Ia., to Moline; and cement from 
Linwood to Moline, over irregular routes, with no transpor- 
tation for compensation in the reverse direction. Modified pro- 
cedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within thirty days from date of service. 

New York—MC 95221, Ernest Leitner, contract carrier 
application. Examiner L. R. Conley. Served April 20. Permit 
proposed. Motion picture films, between New York, N. Y., 
on the one hand, and points in a described area in New Jersey, 
on the other, over irregulal routes. Modified procedure. Hear- 
ing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 
days from date of service. 

Maine—MC 95202, Israel Winner, dba Union Square Stages, 
common carrier application. Joint board 69. Served April 20. 
Certificate proposed. Passengers and their baggage, in char- 
ter service, on round-trips beginning and ending in Lewiston, 
Auburn and Hebron, Me., and extending to points in New Hamp- 
shire and Massachusetts, over irregular routes. 


lowa—MC 95166, E. J. Ballantine, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 144. Served April 20. Denial for want 
of prosecution proposed. General commodities, including live 
stock, between points in Iowa, Illinois and Minnesota. 


New York-—MC 95145, James Wilson, common carrier ap- 
plication. Examiner L. R. Conley. Served April 20. Cer- 
tificate recommended. Paints, varnishes, and dry colors, from 
New York, N. Y., to specified points in New Jersey, over irreg- 
ular routes, with no transportation for compensation in the re- 
verse direction. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Ex- 
ceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of 
service. 


Ohio—MC 95033, Webster Francis Freitzburg, contract 
carrier application. Joint board 27. Served April 20. Denial 
for want of prosecution proposed. General cgmmodities be- 
tween points in Pennsylvania and Ohio. 

lowa—MC 95018, J. N. Larson, common carrier applica- 
tikon. Joint board 146. Served April 20. Certificate recom- 
mended. Live stock between Rake, Ia., and points within a 
radius of 10 miles thereof, on the one hand, and Albert Lea and 
Austin, Minn., on the other, and lumber between Rake and 
Ledyard, Ia., Elmore, Blue Earth, Bricelyn, Guckeen and Tru- 
man, Minn., and points in Iowa and Minnesota within a radius 
of 10 miles of Rake, over irregular routes. 

lowa—MC 94334, G. H. Paullus, Jr., common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 144. Served April 20. Denial of appli- 
cation proposed. General commodities, except bulk freight, 
on points in Iowa, Minnesota and Illinois, over irregular 
routes. 

North Carolina—MC 94189, E. L. Belch, contract carrier 
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application. Examiner W. W. McCaslin. Served April 20. 
Permit recommended. Fertilizers, fertilizer materials and seed 
potatoes, in truck load lots of not less than 10,000 pounds min- 
imum weight, from Norfolk, Va., to points in North Carolina 
not more than 225 miles from Norfolk, over irregular routes. 

North Carolina—MC 94034, M. B. Johnson, common carrier 
application—bus operation. Joint board 104. Served April 
20. Denial of certificate proposed. Passengers, in special or 
chartered parties and their baggage, between points in North 
Carolina, on the one hand, and points in Virginia and the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, on the other, over irregular routes. 

lowa—MC 94030, Leon. H. Lane, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 138. Served April 20. Certificate proposed. 
Live stock between Nodaway, Ia., and points within a radius 
of 10 miles thereof, excluding towns other than Nodaway, on 
the one hand, and Omaha and South Omaha, Neb., on the 
other, over irregular routes. 

New York—MC 93176, Charles Herbert Close, dba Bev- 
erly Moving Co., common carrier application. Examiner L. P. 
J. Fichthorn. Served April 20. Certificate proposed. House- 
hold goods between New York, N. Y., and points in Westches- 
ter county, N. Y., on the one hand, and points in New York, 
New Jersey, Connecticut, Pennsylvania and Massachusetts,, on 
the other, over irregular routes. 

Nebraska—MC 93088, F. H. Olson, common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 138. Served April 20. Certificate recom- 
mended. Live stock between Macy, Neb., and points in Ne- 
braska within 5 miles thereof, and Decatur, Neb., and points 
in Nebraska within 5 miles of Decatur, on the one hand, and 
Sioux City, Ia., on the other; and live stock, feed, grain, hard- 
ware and agricultural implements and parts, from Sioux City, 
Ia., to points in the before mentioned Nebraska territory, with 
no transportation for compensation in the reverse direction, ex- 
cept as otherwise authorized, over irregular routes. Modified 
procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within 30 days from date of service. 

lowa—MC 90402, Frank R. Carman, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 92. Served April 20. Denial for want 
of prosecution proposed. General commodities between points 
within a radius of 25 miles of Bondurant, Ia. 

New Brunswick, Canada—MC 89983, James D. MacBride, 
common carrier application. Joint board 115. Served April 
20. Certificate proposed. Forest products, originating at 
points in Canada, from the international boundary line to 
Calais, Me., over irregular routes. 

Pennsylvania—MC 89902, Anthony Gangemi, contract car- 
rier application. Examiner H. J. Vinskey. Served April 20. 
Denial for want of prosecution proposed. Automobile acces- 
sories between points in Pennsylvania, Virginia and Delaware. 

New Brunswick, Canada—-MC 89870, Guy Acheson, com- 
mon carrier application. Joint board 115. Served April 20. 
Certificate proposed. Forest products, originating at points in 
Canada, from the international boundary line to Calais, Me., 
over irregular routes. 

Nebraska—MC 89728, Otto B. Ommert, common carrier 
application. Examiner L. B. Dunn. Served April 20. Denial 
for want of prosecution proposed. Live stock, household goods 
and farm commodities generally, between Elwood, Neb., and 
points in Iowa, Colorado and Kansas. 


Colorado—MC 89695, Motor Oil and Gas Co., common car- 
rier application. Joint board 43. Served April 20. Denial of 
certificate proposed. Petroleum products, in bulk, from points 
in Kansas to points in Colorado, over irregular routes. 

Alabama—MC 89466, D. F. Barker, common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 157. Served April 20. Certificate pro- 
posed. Household goods between all points in Alabama and 
Georgia; live stock from Eufaula, Ala., to Albany, Ga.; ferti- 
lizer, feed stuffs and all agricultural products from Eufaula to 
points in Georgia within 100 miles of Eufaula, over irregular 
routes. 

Illinois—MC 88844, George W. Irk, common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 149. Served April 20. Certificate recom- 
mended. Labels for cans, and advertising matter, from St. 
Charles, Ill., to Chicago, and materials and supplies used in 
the manufacture thereof, from Chicago to St. Charles, over a 
regular route. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Ex- 
ceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty days from date of 
service. 

INlinois—MC 81454, John Raymond Fry, contract carrier 
application. Joint board 160. Served April 20. Permit pro- 
posed. Continuance of operation, cream, Dareville and Mount 
Vernon, Ill., to St. Louis, Mo., and merchandise dealt in by 
general stores from St. Louis to Nashville, Ill., over specified 
routes. 

Indiana—MC 77021, Sub. No. 1, George E. Martz, dba Yel- 
low Cab Trucking Co., extension of operations—Michigan. Joint 
board 9. Served April 20. Permit proposed. Malt beverages 
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and malt beverage advertising material from Marion, Ind., to 
points in Michigan, and malt beverage containers from points 
in Michigan to Marion, over irregular routes, also malt bever- 
ages and malt beverage advertising material from points in 
Michigan, on the one hand, to specified points in Indiana, on the 
other, and malt beverage containers from the Indiana points 
to points in Michigan, over irregular routes. 

New York—MC 67029, Sub. No. 1, Abraham P. Siegel, com- 
mon carrier application. Joint board 161. Served April 20. 
Certificate recommended. Wrought iron pipe from Cohoes, 
N. Y., to Newark, N. J., over a specified route, with no inter- 
mediate service, and petroleum products in metal containers 
from Bayonne and Jersey City, N. J., to Albany, N. Y., over 
specified routes, with intermediate service to all intermediate 
points in New York and to off-route point, Poughkeepsie, N. Y. 

Michigan—MC 59336, Sub. No. 1, U. S. Truck Co., Inc., 
extension—Port Huron. Joint board 57. Served April 20. Cer- 
tificate proposed. General commodities, with exceptions, over 
specified routes between Lansing and Flint, Mich., and between 
Flint and Port Huron, Mich. 

Vermont—MC 30501, Sub. No. 1, Joseph H. Greenwood, 
dba Greenwood’s Bus Lines, extension, Derby Line-Montpelier. 
Joint board 116. Served April 20. Certificate recommended. 
Passengers and their baggage and light express and news- 
papers, in the same vehicle with passengers, between specified 
points in Vermont; also special or chartered parties from points 
on regular routes to any place in the United States. 

Oregon—MC 28995, Sub. No. 1, Lolo Louise Shepherd, dba 
White Line Freight, extension of operations—Washington and 
Idaho. Joint board 81. Served April 20. Dismissal of appli- 
cation for a certificate proposed at request of applicant. General 
commodities between points in Idaho, Washington and Oregon. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within twenty-five days from 
date of service. 

Utah—MC 2348, Harvey Stucki and Reed Wittwer, dba 
Stucki and Wittwer Trucking Co., common carrier application. 
Examiner Beverley S. Simms. Served April 20. Certificate 
recommended. Continuance of operations, general commodi- 
ties, with exceptions, from Los Angeles, Calif., to St. George, 
Utah, over a regular route, serving certain intermediate and 
off-route points; and wool and mohair from points within a 
described portion of Utah to Wilmington, Long Beach and San 
Pedro, Calif., over irregular routes. Exceptions, if any, must 
be filed within twenty-five days from date of service. 

Maryland—MC F-751, Tidewater Express Lines, Inc., pur- 
chase, R. F. & P. Transportation Co. Examiner Lacy W. 
Hinely. Served April 20. Recommends approval, purchase by 
Tidewater Express Lines, Inc., Baltimore, Md., of operating 
rights and property of R. F. & P. Transportation Co. 

Indiana—MC F-722, Louis Rappeport et al., control, Smock 
Motor Express, Inc. Examiner Robert R. Hendon. Served April 
20. Recommends denial of the application of Louis Rappeport, 
Gavin Stuart and Carl H. Vollmerding, employes of the Indi- 
ana Railroad, to acquire control of Smock Motor Express, Inc., 
by purchase of 500 shares of its capital stock for $7,000. 


C. & N. W. REORGANIZATION 


Recommending that the stock interests be wholly elimi- 
nated, Examiner J. V. Walsh, in Finance No. 10881, Chicago & 
North Western Railway Co. reorganization, has proposed that 
the Commission adopt a plan of reorganization that will reduce 
the capitalization of the railroads composing the Chicago & 
North Western’s system from $553,157,265 to $449,998,270. The 
principal railroad, other than the parent company composing 
the system, is the Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha. 

The examiner said that the capitalization of the reorganized 
company which the Commission should approve would be as 
follows including securities reserved for a rehabilitation and 
improvement program: 


oes stick Sui planie ed 48 inex 400 wie ® Bae A $ 11,678,000 


re ae I hs acca son sales eee Sie Fa. ek S kK aie ERE DS 1,020,000 
Sioux City divisional mortgage bonds, 4% .................. 4,548,000 
Des Plaines divisional mortgage bonds, 4% .................. 2,932,500 
Se eee ee oo ee 663,000 
Notes to banks 244% and 1%% (approx.) .............e005- 3,118,000 
ee OR A a ere re rer ren rire 25,000,000 
First and general mortgage bonds, 2%4%% and 1%% ........ 54,888,074 
First and general mortgage bonds, 4% ............0eeeeees 13,100,000 
Second mortgage income bonds, 444% ..........0.eeeeeeeeee 105,058,904 
IE MI eG, CE ais Ske Wh Salah aace wisiae se «PSR Alors 106,996,076 
Common stock (no par included at $100 a share) ........... 120,995,716 

eee ete hg er ar eae to ate oa ieee oe $449,998, 270 


Fixed interest charges would amount to $3,394,987 and 
contingent interest charges to $5,972,742. This, the examiner 
said, was on the assumption that the 13,100,000 of bonds re- 
served to finance a rehabilitation and improvement program 
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might be sold on a 4 per cent basis. It should be provided, he 
said, that that rate might be increased to 6 per cent in the 
discretion of the board of directors of the reorganized company. 

Arguments on the proposed plan are to be made June 29. 
A notice to the parties in interest says that exceptions to the 
proposed report must be filed in Washington and served so as 
to reach other counsel of record on or before May 29. Replies 
to the exceptions, the notice says, may be filed and served on or 
before June 19, 1939. 

Examiner Walsh set forth in a table the amounts of new 
securities to be received by the holders of each $1,000 bond, 
debenture or unsecured general creditor claim. He said that 
in the allocation of securities proposed in the report the con- 
clusions of the debtor and the group committees as to the 
extent of the liens of the several mortgages had been followed. 

The examiner said that capitalizable assets as indicated by 
the balance sheet amounted to $587,866,358 and cost of repro- 
duction less depreciation of road and equipment, plus present 
value of lands and working capital, amounted to $676,793,588. 

Examiner Walsh said that if the properties were appraised 
on the basis of past earnings as shown by the books of ac- 
conunt, capitalized at 5 per cent, the results would show for the 
North Western, including its interest in the Omaha, $508,969,- 
360 average for the period 1926 to 1930, and $159,324,640 for 
the period 1931 to 1935; and for the Omaha $52,522,820 for 
— 1926 to 1930 and $11,523,940 for the period 1931 to 

35. 

In the 5-year period, 1926 to 1930, the examiner said, the 
net railway operating income averaged $21,886,303, nonoperat- 
ing income, $3,675,666, and income available for interest av- 
eraged $25,448,468, and the net income after fixed charges 
averaged $11,669,148. 

That contrasts with the proposal of a reorganization pro- 
viding for fixed interest charges amounting to $3,394,987 a 
year and contingent interest charges of $5,972,742 a year. 

The examiner said that the total of $587,866,358, before 
mentioned, did not necessarily represent present day values. 

The examiner said that in view of conditions the Com- 
mission should not approve a plan of reorganization to be 
effective earlier than January 1, 1939. He said in the interest 
of as promptly a reorganization as might be practicable that 
date should be adopted. 

The plan is without any provision for a possible consolida- 
tion of the Chicago & North Western and the Chicago, Mil- 
waukee, St. Paul & Pacific as suggested by committees of 
the stockholders but is confined to a reorganization of the 
Chicago & North Western in the report on which the examiner 
outlines the proposal made by the stockholders. 

Among what the examiner called miscellaneous provisions 
was one to the effect: that the new first and general mortgage 
bonds to be issued at reorganizations should be part of an 
authorized issue of $500,000,000 and issuable in series. Series 
A bonds in the amount of $58,316,093, he said, should be issued 
for exchange or substitute pledge at reorganization. They 
should be dated January 1, 1939, mature January 1, 1989, and 
bear fixed interest at 2% per cent annually payable semi- 
annually and contingent interest at 114 per cent. 

Another provision is that the new second mortgage income 
bonds should have a lien next in order on all property subject 
to the lien of the new first and general mortgage bonds and 
should be issuable in series. Those issued at reorganization, 
he said, should be part of an authorized issue of $250,000,000. 
Series A bonds, to be issued in exchange or for pledge at re- 
organization, in amount $111,193,382, should be dated January 
1, 1939, mature January 1, 1999, with interest at 4% per cent 
payable on April 1 of the year following the year in which 
earned, contingent on earnings and cumulative, if earned and 
not paid, to the extent of three years’ requirement. 

Another provision is that no dividends should be paid on 
either issue of stock nor any contingent interest, unless at the 
time an additions and betterment funds of $3,000,000 should 
have been set aside. The new preferred stock to be issued in 
exchange or for pledge at reorganization, in the amount of 
$114,266,734, the examiner said, should be part of an author- 
ized issue of $250,000,000, issuable in series. 

The common stock, the examiner said, should be authorized 
in the amount of 12,000,000 shares of no-par value of which 
1,078,957 shares should be issued for exchange and 89,095 for 
pledge in reorganization, and 131,000 shares should be issued 
at reorganization and held in the treasury for rehabilitation and 
improvement. 


UNCONTESTED FINANCE CASES 


Second Supplemental report and order in F. D. No. 10319, Boston 
and Maine Railroad notes, modifying order of March 9, 1934, and sup- 
plemental order of March 28, 1934, so as to permit $1,740,000 of 4 
per cent registered serial collateral notes to be amended by eliminating 
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therefrom the applicant’s right of redemption, approved. Previous 
reports 199 I. C. C. 317 and 423. 

Second supplemental report and order in F. D. No. 12022, South- 
ern Railway Company equipment-trust certificates, modifying order of 
July 7, 1938, (1) so as to permit not exceeding $2,700,000 of Southern 
Railway Company equipment-trust dertificates, series EE, to be 
amended by subordinating them and the appurtenant dividend warrants 
in payment, in the event of default, to the remainder of such series 
EE certificates heretofore issued, and (2) so as to indicate the change 
in the designation of $13,500,000 of such certificates from Southern 
Railway equipment trust, series EE, serial equipment-trust certificates 
to Southern Railway Company equipment-trust certificates, series EE, 
approved. Previous reports 228 I. C. C. 491 and 230 I. C. C. 151. 

Report and order in F. D. 12367, Midland Valley Railroad Co. bonds, 
granting authority (1) to extend from April 1, 1953, to April 1, 1963, 
the date of maturity of not exceeding $1,552,500 of adjustment-mort- 
gage 5 per cent 40-year gold bonds, series A, and $879,000 of adjust- 
ment mortgage 5 per cent 40-year gold bonds, series B. Condition pre- 
scribed; and (2) dismissing that part of the application which requests 
authority to execute a proposed supplemental indenture and an exten- 
sion agreement. Approved. 

Supplemental report and order in F. D. No. 10387, Boston and 
Maine Railroad notes, modifying order of May 15, 1934, so as to permit 
$860,000 of 4 per cent registered serial collateral notes to be amended 
by eliminating therefrom the applicant’s right of redemption, approved. 
Previous report 199, I. C. C. 621. 

Supplemental report and order in F. D. No. 12241, Southern Rail- 
way Co. equipment-trust certificates, modifying order of December 8, 
1938, (1) so as to permit not exceeding $1,200,000 of Southern Railway 
Co. equipment-trust certificates, series FF, to be amended by subordi- 
nating them and the appurtenant dividend warrants in payment, in 
the event of default, to the remainder of such series FF certificates 
heretofore issued, and (2) so as to indicate the change in the date of 
the equipment-trust agreement and lease from January 2, 1939, to 
January 3, 1939, approved. Previous report 230 I. C. C. 405. 

Report and certificate in F. D. 12319, Denver & Rio Grande West- 
ern R. R. Co. trustees abandonment, permitting abandonment by the 
trustees of the Denver & Rio Grande Western Railroad Co. of a portion 
of a branch line of railroad in El Paso county, Colorado, approved. 


SEATRAIN LINE RATES 


Basing their assertions on declarations of the Commission 
in prior cases, the break-bulk lines in No. 25727, Seatrain 
Lines, Inc., vs. A. C. & Y. et al.; No. 27445, Agwilines, Inc., 
et al. vs. Seatrain Lines, Inc., et al; and I. and S. No. 4542, 
class rates via Seatrain Lines, Inc., say that a rate difference 
is necessary in order for both routes to stay in the business 
and compete on equal terms. The break-bulk lines in a brief 
quote a declaration by the Commission that the service of the 
break-bulk service, “is not as valuable to the shipper as Sea- 
train’s service and that the break-bulk lines could not long 
compete with Seatrain at an equality of rates, particularly if 
the Seatrain service were expanded sufficiently to handle all 
available traffic.” 

Break-bulk lines therefore asked the Commission to enter 
an order in No. 27445 requiring the defendants therein to cease 
and desist from joining Seatrain in the same or lower rates 
than those they participated in with break-bulk lines. They 
further ask that the order require the defendants in that case 
contemporaneously to establish rates via Seatrain higher by 
reasonable and lawful amounts than the joint rates maintained 
by the defendants with break-bulk lines. The break-bulk lines 
also ask the Commission to make an order in I. and S. No. 
4542 and in No. 25727 requiring the maintenance of differential 
rates via Seatrain which differential rates shall be higher than 
the contemporaneous rates via the break-bulk lines by amounts 
not less than the 17-cent basis heretofore prescribed as a 
maximum reasonable basis. They added that fourth section 
applications should be granted to preserve the differential 
basis. 

Combating the idea that joint rates between Seatrain Lines, 
Inc., and the railroads should be higher than joint rates be- 
tween the break-bulk lines and the railroads, Seatrain asserts 
in arguments by brief in No. 25727, Seatrain Lines, Inc., vs. 
A. C. & Y. et al., No. 27445, Agwilines, Inc., et al. vs. Sea- 
train Lines, Inc., et al.. and I. and S. No. 4542, class rates via 
Seatrain Lines, Inc., that it is not within the power of the 
Commission and is economically unsound to require or permit 
higher rates for a superior than for an inferior transportation 
service. It says that such higher rates may not be ordered 
unless the superior service is the more mostly to the carriers 
involved and adds that that is certainly so where it appears 
that the superior service is actually less costly to the carriers 
performing it than is the inferior service. 


Another declaration is that the failure and refusal of the 
railroads to establish in connection with Seatrain on all com- 
modities and between all points as to which they maintain 
joint rates with break-bulk lines, joint rates with Seatrain no 
higher than those maintained in connection with break-bulk 
lines is and will be unduly prejudicial to Seatrain, traffic via 
Seatrain and unduly preferential of the break-bulk lines in vio- 
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lation of the third section. It says the rates under suspension 
should be ordered canceled because they would be in viola- 
tion of the first and third sections. It further argues that the 
ene should affirm its dismissal of the Agwilines com- 
plaint. 

The position of Seatrain is supported by the Texas & Pa- 
cific and affiliated lines as protestants against the rates filed 
by the railroads supporting the break-bulk idea of higher rates 
via Seatrain than via break-bulk routes. 

Southern lines took the position that Seatrain’s service was 
apparently not the more economical mode of transportation. 
The showing made in this case they said, was convincing that 
the general idea of inexpensive water service did not hold good 
here. They said that when all the elements of cost, irrespec- 
tive of who might bear them, were taken into consideration, 
the Seatrain’s service was not the more economical. 

The Missouri Pacific asked the Commission to prescribe 
what it called the cargo lines’ rates via New Orleans as minima 
via Seatrain through New Orleans. To Texas port cities and 
Lake Charles, La., it asked the Commission to prescribe rates 
via Seatrain reasonably related to the lowest rate of the cargo 
lines. The New Orleans & Lower Coast Railroad asked to 
be eliminated from the Commission’s order in No. 25, 727 and 
related cases and to disregard any and all opposing testimony 
offered with respect to Item 122 of its tariff, I. C. C. 18. 


L. & A. ET AL MERGER 


The Commission, by division 4, on reargument, in Finance 
No. 11844, Louisiana & Arkansas Railway Co. et al. merger, 
etc., and No. 11863, Louisiana & Arkansas bonds, has authorized 
acquisition by the Louisiana & Arkansas of control of the 
Louisiana, Arkansas & Texas by acceptance of the latter’s 
capital stock and merger of the properties of both corporations 
into the Louisiana & Arkansas Railway Co. for ownership, 
management and operation. 

In the same report, the Commission authorized the Louisi- 
ana & Arkansas to procure the authentication and delivery of 
not exceeding $850,000 of first mortgage 5 per cent bonds, series 
C, in connection with the merger of its properties and those of 
the Louisiana, Arkansas & Texas. The bonds are to be held 
in the treasury subject to the further order of the Commission. 


The proceeding was reopened on application of the ap- 
plicants for reconsideration, rehearing and reargument on 
account of conditions imposed in the prior report, 230 I. C. C. 
156, for the protection of general office employes of the Louisi- 
ana, Arkansas & Texas, a Texas company, who would be 
affected adversely by the proposed merger. Entry of an order 
permitting the merger was withheld by the Commission pend- 
ing acceptance by the applicants of the labor conditions. Before 
the reargument was heard the two railroad companies filed a 
stipulation in which they agreed with the Railway Labor 
Executives’ Association and other labor organizations for the 
protection of the employes adversely affected by the proposed 
merger. The effect of the stipulation was to render moot that 
part of the proceeding relating to labor conditions. 


The City of Greenville and the county of Hunt (Texas) 
filed a motion that there be added a condition to the approval 
of the merger that the shops, offices and terminals of the Texas 
should not be removed from Greenville until and unless the 
public interest required it and permission was obtained from 
_ federal Commission or from the Railroad Commission of 

exas. 


The Commission said that the labor conditions imposed 
were limited to the general office employes and that the agree- 
ment between the labor unions and the railroads was broader 
than the conditions imposed by it. The Commission said it 
was Satisfied that full protection of the adversely affected em- 
ployes was insured without interposition by it of conditions 
for their further protection. The approval, it said, was given 
without such condition with the understanding that as the 
result of the stipulation, the job protective agreement applied 
to and included all employes of the applicants who might be 
affected by the merger. That procedure, it said it thought did 
not deprive general office employes of any benefits which might 
have accrued to them under the conditions prescribed by it 
and also avoided a possible source of misunderstanding or con- 
troversy. The Commission in this case referred to its concurrent 
decision in the Rock Island lease case. 


The facts in this case, said the Commission, did not war- 
rant the imposition of the condition requested by the Green- 
ville and Hunt county. Their’ motion therefore was denied. 
The Commission’s authority to approve proposals under section 
5 (4) which might result in the removal of offices and shops 
from Texas, the report said, was sustained in Texas vs. 
United States, 292 U.S. 522. 


April 22, 1939 


ROCK ISLAND LABOR CONDITIONS 


Receding from its former position, the Commission, in 
Finance 11847, C. R. I. and G. trustees lease, on reargument, 
has issued an order, effective 40 days from its date, authoriz- 
ing trustees of the Rock Island who are also trustees of the 
C. R. I. and G. to lease the property of the latter. Approval is 
subject to conditions providing for the protection of adversely 
affected employes. 

The recession is from the position that the Rock Island 
should accept the conditions before the Commission issued its 
order of approval. The recession was made so as not to make 
it impossible, in the opinion of the applicants, for them to 
obtain a review of the Commission’s conclusions by the courts. 

The Commission, in disposing of the question of acceptance 
of labor conditions as a condition precedent to the issuance of 
an order specifically concurred in the finding of division 4 in 
St. Paul Bridge & Terminal Co. control, 199 I. C. C. 588, decided 
May 2, 1934, to the effect that the term “public interest” as 
used in section 5(4) was broad enough to comprehend every 
public interest and the “interest of very group or element of 
the public; that since employes are important elements of 
the communities in which they operate, their interest in changes 
in management, ownership, or operations of the companies by 
which they are employed is manifest; that it is likewise mani- 
fest that theirs is a public interest as well as a private interest.” 

In connection with the specific concurrence with division 
4, in the St. Paul bridge case the Commission said: 


We are not attempting to exercise jurisdiction to regulate employ- 
meni, nor ithe compensation of employes, nor their expenses. We are 
simply attempting in the public interest reasonably to protect those 
employes of the applicants who may be adversely affected economically 
by the grant of authority herein against unavoidable but unreasonable 
and unjust burdens which are not in the public interest. Accordingly, 
the finding of division 4 in that regard should be, and it is, affirmed. 


The question before it, the Commission said, was whether 
the conditions respecting labor, imposed in the prior report, 
were just and reasonable modifications of the terms and con- 
ditions of the proposed lease whereby the Chicago, Rock Island 
& Pacific’s trustees would take over the property of the Chi- 
cago, Rock Island & Gulf, a subsidiary, so as to achieve a 
saving, estimated at $100,000 a year, by the elimination of 
the duplicate accounting now necessary. That saving was to 
be made by the transfer of twenty employes from Fort Worth, 
Tex., to Chicago and the dismissal of forty-nine other em- 
ployes now at Fort Worth, unless business increases sufficiently 
to warrant the retention of a greater number of employes. 
No savings, the report said, could be effected except by the 
proposed reduction of forces. The men marked for dismissal 
were some of those employed in the Fort Worth office on ac- 
count of the Texas law requiring every railroad operating in 
that state to be organized under Texas law and to maintain 
general offices in the state, a requirement no longer binding 
since the decision of the Supreme Court in Texas vs. United 
States, 292 U. S. 522. In that case the court sustained the 
Commission’s power to approve a lease of a railroad in Texas 
to a railroad corporation not incorporated under Texas laws, 
even though such approval would result in the removal from 
Texas of various offices and shops of the lessor. 

The Commission, in this report, said it had not had occa- 
sion heretofore to consider the report in the St. Paul Bridge 
& Terminal case as to the imposition of conditions, except 
in connection with a proceeding involving an anvplication under 
section 1(18-20), Chicago Great Western Trackage, 207 I. C. C. 
315, wherein it pointed out that its power to impose conditions 
under section 5(4) was stated in terms differing from those 
in section 1(18-20). But it said that in Associated Railways 
Co. Acquisition and Securities, 228 I. C. C. 277 it had cited 
with approval the conclusion of the division that the interest 
of the employes was a public as well as a private interest. 

The Commission, after pointing out that the saving pro- 
posed would be a continuing one, said the question arose 
whether a requirement that it be shared for a time with the 
employes, at whose expense it would be brought about, was 
just and reasonable within the meaning of the act. The ap- 
plicants, Rock Island trustees, the report said, contended that 
the conditions imposed in the prior report and affirmed in the 
present one, imposed on them what might be termed duplicate 
costs, in that although they had paid taxes under the social 
security act and would have to continue to do so under the 
railroad unemployment act, which they said was intended, 
among other things, to cover unemployment caused by proposals 
of this nature, they would be required by the Commission to 
make payments out of their own funds to the employes finan- 
cially adversely affected by the elimination of the Gulf’s ac- 
counting department at Fort Worth. The Commission said it 
doubted that the legislation mention could be considered as 
circumscribing its authority under the interstate commerce act. 
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The only other question in the case, the report said, was 
whether it was within the Commission’s power to withhold 
the entering of an order until the applicants had agreed to 
accept the conditions. The Commission said that practice was 
one which it had followed for some time. It cited some of the 
cases in which it had done so, New York Central Unification 
150 I. C. C. 278 being among them. 

“It seems to us,” said the Commission, “that it must be 
conceded we have the power to determine the procedure neces- 
sary to make our findings effective. However, we have no 
inclination to decide this case in such a manner as, in the opin- 
ion of the applicants, would make it impossible for them to 
secure a review of our conclusions by the courts.” 

Accordingly it found that subject to the conditions pre- 
scribed in the previous report (see Traffic World, November 
12, 1938, p. 987) the proposed lease would be in harmony with 
and in furtherance of its plan for the consolidation of railroad 
properties, and would promote the public interest. It said it 
would enter an appropriate order, effective forty days from 
its date, the promise being carried out by attaching the order 
to the report. 

Ten commissioners participated in the disposition of the 
case, Commissioner Aitchison being the absentee. Five of the 
ten, Caskie, Eastman, Mahaffie, Lee and Miller wrote or joined 
in separate expressions. 

Commissioner Eastman, concurring, said that while he 
thought there was reasonable doubt whether in approving this 
lease the Commission had power, as the law now stood, to at- 
tach a condition for the protection of the employes who might 
be adversely affected thereby, such protection was desirable 
and in the public interest and he believed the Commission was 
justified in resolving the doubt in favor of the condition. He 
expressed .the opinion that the Rock Island trustees in ob- 
jecting to the withholding the order unless the condition was 
accepted, were on sound ground. He observed that that method 
of dealing with the matter had now been changed and appli- 
cants were given an order, which they could test in court, if 
they so desired. 


With respect to this matter, Mr. Eastman expressed the 
opinion that there had been much adoo about very little. The 
protection of the employes for which he said the conditions 
provided, was substantially the same in character as the pro- 
tection to which the great majority of the railroads agreed in 
May, 1936 [the Washington agreement], after prolonged nego- 
tiations with representatives of the employes. That agreement, 
he said, was still outstanding. He also called attention to the 
fact that the so-called committee of six, in their report to the 
President, December 23, 1938, recommended that the federal 
agency passing on railroad consolidations, “require as a pre- 
requisite to its approval, a fair and equitable arrangement to 
protect the interests” of the employes. He said he understood 
that the recommendations of the committee had been approved 
by the directors of the Association of American Railroads. 
That, he said, did not mean that either the committee or the 
association took the position that the Commission now had the 
power to attach such a condition under the present law, but 
that it did mean that the condition which the Commission had 
imposed was one which they believed the Commission ought to 
have clear authority to impose and which they also believed 
to be in accord with sound public policy. 

Chairman Caskie, concurring in part, said he concurred 
in the conclusion that the lease would promote the public in- 
terest. But he said he regretted that he was unable to join 
in the further conclusion that the Commission was empowered 
to impose the condition for the protection of employes ad- 
versely affected. While, he said, fully sympathetic with the 
humanitarian efforts of the majority to protect them, in his 
opinion, neither the section of the act under which the Com- 
mission was asked to approve the lease nor any other provision 
thereof authorized it to prescribe these conditions, to approve 
the lease authorized, “notwithstanding they are inherently 
just and reasonable.” Until now, he added, a like opinion evi- 
dently had been held by the majority. He called attention to 
the fact that in annual reports to Congress for 1935 and 1936, 
for example, the Commission specifically recommended that 
further statutory provisions be enacted to protect employes 
from undue financial loss as a consequence of authorized rail- 
way unifications found to be in the interest of the general pub- 
lic or otherwise lawfully affected. He pointed out that Con- 
gress had amended the interstate commerce act in other re- 
spects, but had made no change in this respect in section 5 (4) 
since the Commission first submitted that recommendation. 

“The assumption of authority here to prescribe these con- 
ditions obviously is inconsistent with that recommendation,” 
said Chairman Caskie. “Only recently in our report in Rail- 
way Express Agency, Inc. Pooling Application, 227 I. C. C. 
517, we found, with respect to the pooling and division of earn- 
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ings agreement there considered, under section 5 (1) of the 
act, that the imposition of conditions in respect of rates of pay 
and rules governing employment of joint express and railroad 
agents is a matter not within our jurisdiction.” 

Commissioner Mahaffie, with whom Commissioners Lee 
and Miller joined, dissenting in part, said that for the reasons 
stated in his dissent from the original report, he was unable 
to agree that the Commission had been given jurisdiction to 
regulate carrier employment or the compensation and expenses 
of carrier employes. 


RATES ON NEW AUTOMOBILES 


The Commission in I. and S. No. 4620, has suspended for 
seven months from April 19 proposed rates on new automo- 
biles (see Traffic World, April 15, p. 844). Hearing is to be 
had in the newly created suspension case at Chicago June 13 
before Examiners Disque and Lawton who will at the same 
time hold a hearing in No. 28190, new automobiles in inter- 
state commerce. 

At the time the Commission suspended the rates in I. and 
S. No. 4620 it sent word to the interested railroads that if they 
would make an eight cent increase in their proposed rates it 
would give consideration to an application by them for per- 
mission to make them effective on less than statutory notice. 

The rates in issue are from the Detroit area to trunk line 
and New England territories, to the south, from Indianapolis, 
Ind., and Springfield, O., to central territory, within the south, 
and from central freight to western trunk line territory. 

The Commission, in I. and S. M-675, automobiles, central 
states to east and south, on its own motion, has suspended, from 
April 27 to July 26, the operation of schedules published in 
supplements Nos. 10, 11 and 12 to MF I. C. C. Nos. 58, 59 and 
64 of National Automobile Transporters Association, and other 
tariffs in which motor carriers of automobiles propose to reduce 
rates on automobiles from central states points to eastern and 
southern states to meet the competition of the railroads. The 
Commission treated as typical of what was proposed a rate of 
$62.93, subject to a minimum truckload of three automobiles 
in place of the present rate of $64.12, from Pontiac, Mich., to 
Augusta, Ga. 


In connection with the two suspension proceedings the 
Commission, by Secretary Bartel in a notice to the interested 
parties said: 


The Commission today in I. and S. docket No. 4620, suspended pro- 
posed reduced all-rail rates on automobiles from points in central ter- 
ritory to destinations in the east and south published to become effec- 
tive April 19. It also suspended in I. and S. docket No. M-675, proposed 
reduced motor-carrier rates on automobiles from and to many of the 
above points published to become effective April 27. These investiga- 
tion and suspension cases will be heard with the general investigation 
in docket No. 28190. 

Pending disposition of the general investigation, the Commission 
will give consideration to any applications for special permission which 
may be filed by rail carriers to establish rates from central territory 
to the east and south approximately 8 cents per 100 pounds higher than 
those shown in the suspended tariffs, provided the protestants in I. and 
S. docket No. 4620 are furnished with copies of the special permission 
applications. 


SOUTHERN LIVE STOCK RATES 


So that southern railroads may file revised rates on live 
stock, the Commission has vacated the maintenance part of 
orders outstanding in No. 16285, White Provision Co. et al. vs 
A. B. & A. et al., and eighteen other proceedings mentioned 
in a petition filed by J. G. Kerr as agent for the railroads. 

The petitioning railroads are proposing a revision of the 
rates on account of the denial of relief from the fourth section 
by fourth section order No. 10780 entered in fourth section 
application No. 4309 et al. Class and Commodity Rates, from, 
to and Between Points in Southern Territory. 

The carriers propose the cancellation of all present through 
interterritorial rates, except rates between southern territory, 
on the other hand, and St. Louis, Mo., and intermediate points, 
on the other; rates from eastern Tennessee, western North 
Carolina and western Virginia to eastern port cities and Lan- 
caster, Pa. 

The carriers propose establishing, on cattle, etc., for ap- 
plication on traffic between southern territory, on the one hand, 
and central (including Illinois, except St. Louis and interme- 
diates), southwestern and western trunk line territories, on the 
other, proportional rates to and from the gateways made two 
cents a hundred pounds less than the local rates. 

A further proposal is to establish, on cattle, etc., from 
base points in southern. territory, exclusive of the Florida pe- 
ninsula, to base points in Buffalo-Pittsburgh, trunk line and 
New England territories, through rates based on the lowest 
combination of the following factors: From points in southern 
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territory, exclusive of the Florida peninsula, to the Ohio River 
crossings and Virginia gateways rates made two cents less 
than the local rate to such points; beyond the Ohio River cross- 
ings the present proportional rates and beyond the Virginia 
gateways, including Bristol, Va.-Tenn., rates made two cents 
less than the rates made on the scales prescribed in No. 22416, 
increased under Ex Parte 123, using short line distances from 
the gateways to the destinations. 


SIT-DOWN STRIKE DEMURRAGE 


“The examiner’s holding exalts legalistic theory above 
reality,” declares the Chrysler Corporation in exceptions to the 
proposed report in No. 27951, Chrysler Corporation vs. Detroit 
Terminal et al., and No. 27950, Same vs. New York Central, the 
complaints filed by Chrysler attacking the demurrage charges 
assessed on cars detained in the period of the sit-down strike. 
The declaration was made with regard to the finding of the 
examiner that demurrage charges were properly assessable 
on cars outside of the plants on his declaration that the cars 
outside the plants “were at all times under the control of the 
complainant, and except for its inability to take delivery at 
the plants, could have been reconsigned or unloaded into 
storage.” 

The exceptions in connection with which oral argument 
was requested, said that ‘‘while at all times the cars may have 
been theoretically under complainant’s control, from a realistic 
standpoint the cars were not under complainant’s control until 
it had had sufficient time to dispose of them in an orderly and 
business-like manner.” The delay in disposing of the cars was 
caused, says the document, by matters wholly beyond the 
complainant’s control. 

Alternatively, the Chrysler Corporation said that if the ex- 
aminer did not err in finding demurrage assessable he erred in 
failing to hold that demurrage charges on cars outside the 
plant were unreasonable to the extent the charges were in ex- 
cess of a compensatory rate, that is, one not embracing any- 
thing in the nature of a penalty for detention. 


CALIFORNIA LIVE STOCK RATES 


Reductions in rail rates on live stock in California and 
minimum truck rates for similar transportation have been 
ordered by the California Railroad Commission. The new 
truck rates result in both increases and reductions. 

“The major purposes are to remove maladjustments and 
discriminations in the live stock rate structure,” said War- 
ren K. Brown, director of the commission’s transportation 
department; “to enable California producers of live stock to 
compete on an equitable basis with each other and with live 
stock producers in other states; to provide stable and known 
truck rates related to the cost of service, and to equalize 
competitive conditions between rail and truck carriers.” 

Present rail and truck rates have been generally stated 
in cents a carload or truckload. The new rates are stated 
in cents a hundred pounds. According to the decision, this 
basis will produce transportation charges more properly re- 
lated to the value of the service performed. 

The decision is based on testimony and evidence of 
numerous witnesses, representing both shippers and carriers, 
at hearings in Los Angeles and San Francisco. The minimum 
truck rates are based largely on studies of the cost of truck 
transportation. The maximum rail rates are identical with 
rail rates prescribed by the Interstate Commerce Commission 
in 1931 for the interstate transportation of live stock between 
all points west of the Rocky Mountains. The decision is 
scheduled to become effective May 11 and the rates to become 
effective July 10. 


STATUS OF ORE LINE EMPLOYES 


The Commission has assigned Ex Parte No. 72, Sub. No. 1, 
regulations concerning the class of employes and subordinate 
officials that are to be included within the term “employe” 
under the railway labor act, for hearing before Examiner Steer, 
at Ely, Nev., June 20. The hearing is to bring out facts as 
to whether the orders of the Commission should be amended 
or interpreted so as to include the work performed by persons 
engaged in operating the so-called ore line of the Nevada Con- 
solidated Copper Corporation and/or the Nevada Northern 
Railway Co. 


LOANS TO RAILROADS 


Finding the Southern Railway Co. not to be in need of 
financial reorganization in the public interest, the Commission, 
by division 4, in Finance No. 11134, Sauthern Railway recon- 
struction loan, has approved an extension of time of payment, 
for a period ending not later than April 29, 1944, of a loan 
by the R. F. C. to the Southern amounting to $4,852,124, and 
maturing April 29. 


April 22, 1939 
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Miscellaneous Decisions 
Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 


(Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of National Reporter System, 
published by West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minn. Copyright, , 
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REGULATION OF COMMON CARRIERS 

(District Court, W. D. Pennsylvania.) Order of Interstate 
Commerce Commission prescribing interstate and intrastate 
rates on bituminous coal to Youngstown, O., held sustained 
by the evidence. Interstate Commerce Act, Secs. 1(5), 3(1), 
13(4), 15(1), 49 U. S. C. A., Secs. 1(5), 3(1), 13(4), 15(1). 
(Pittsburgh, L. & W. R. Co. vs. United States, 26 Fed. Supp. 
334.) 

In suit to set aside order of Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion fixing coal rates, where there was evidence supporting 
findings of Commission and nothing in record to justify con- 
clusion that Commission acted in bad faith, court could not 
go behind record and find that order prescribing rates was a 
purposeful regulation of industrial and economic conditions in 
order to reduce volume of coal shipped on petitioners’ lines by 
company having favorable plant location. Interstate Com- 
merce Act, Secs. 1(5), 3(1), 13(4), 15(1), 49 U. S. C. A., Secs. 
1(5), 3(1), 13(4), 15(1).—Ibid. 

Order of Interstate Commerce Commission fixing inter- 
state and intrastate rates on bituminous coal to Youngstown, 
Ohio, held sustained by basic findings of reasonableness of 
interstate rates on bituminous coal, the unwarranted disparity 
between reasonable interstate rate and intrastate rates, simi- 
larity of conditions under which interstate and intrastate move- 
ments are conducted, and that the disparity should be removed 
by increasing intrastate rates to level necessary to remove 
undue prejudice and unjust discrimination against interstate 
shippers, localities and commerce. Interstate Commerce Act, 
Secs. 1(5), 3(1), 13(4), 15(1), 49 U. S. C. A., Sees. 1(5), 3(1), 
13(4), 15(1).—Ibid. 

In proceedings to set aside and to enjoin order of Interstate 
Commerce Commission fixing interstate and intrastate coal 
rates to Youngstown, Ohio, where there was evidence support- 
ing Commission’s conclusion that there was no motor or mar- 
ket competition requiring reduction of rates, court could not 
disturb rates fixed by Commission on account of motor-truck 
competition since weight of the evidence was for the Commis- 
sion. Interstate Commerce Act, Secs. 1(5), 5(1), 13(4), 15(1), 
49 U.S. C. A., Sees. 1(5), 3(1), 13(4), 15(1).—Ibid. 

(Court of Civil Appeals of Texas.) The statutory method 
provided for review of rulings of Railroad Commission on mat- 
ters committed to it in regulating use of highways is exclusive. 
Vernon’s Ann. Civ. St. art. 911b. (Central Freight Lines vs. 
Cc. & S. Motor Freight Lines, 125 S. W. Rep. (2d) 615.) 

Where Railroad Commission had approved transfer to 
defendant of certificate of convenience and necessity conferring 
on holder unrestricted right to transport freight, trial court 
was without authority, in suit to which commission was not 
a party, to interfere with defendant’s operations consistent with 
certificate, notwithstanding that operations violated private 
agreement of parties to transfer of which commission had had 
no knowledge. Vernon’s Ann. Civ. St. art. 911b.—Ibid. 


NEGATIVE ORDER DOCTRINE OUT 


The Supreme Court of the United States, April 17, in No. 
481, Rochester Telephone Corporation, appellant vs. United 
States and Federal Communications Commission, specifically 
set aside the “negative order” doctrine laid down by the court 
in Procter & Gamble vs. United States 225 U. S. 282. That doc- 
trine was that a negative order of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission was not reviewable by a court. The setting aside 
was done in an opinion delivered by Justice Frankfurter. 

Justice Frankfurter said, in discussing that doctrine, that 
considerations of policy for which the notions of “negative” 
and “affirmative” orders were introduced were completely sat- 
isfied by proper application of the combined doctrines of pri- 
mary jurisdiction and administrative finality. The concept of 
“negative orders,” he said, had not served to clarify the rela- 
tions between administrative bodies and the courts, but had 
rather tended to obscure them. An action before the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission, he said, was akin to an inclusive 
equity suit in which all relevant claims were adjusted. 

“An order of the Commission dismissing a complaint on 
the merits and maintaining the status quo is an exercise of 
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administrative function, no more and no less, than an order 
directing some change in status,” said Justice Frankfurter. 

In bringing to a close his discussion of the Procter & 
Gamble and related cases, Justice Frankfurter said “we con- 
clude, therefore, that any distinction, as such, between ‘nega- 
tive’ and ‘affirmative’ orders, as a touchstone of jurisdiction 
to review the Commission’s orders, serves no useful purpose, 
and in so far as earlier decisions have been controlled by this 
distinction, they can no longer be guiding.” 

The Commission, in many cases, where so-called ‘“nega- 
tive” orders have been challenged has pleaded the Procter & 
Gamble doctrine as ground for dismissal of applications for 
injunctions. The courts, however, began soon after the doc- 
trine was laid down to differentiate between “negative” orders 
that did not compel anything to be done and orders that could 
not be obeyed without action by affected parties. The Com- 
mission has not depended wholly on the “negative” order doc- 
trine for disposition of suits. On the contrary, it has answered 
bills of complaint filed against it so that if the court was not 
disposed to be guided by the “negative” order doctrine it would 
not be before the court without any defense whatsoever. 

The “negative” order doctrine grew out of a complaint filed 
by Procter & Gamble because railroads had collected demur- 
rage from it on cars owned by it, filled with its own goods and 
standing on its own track on its own land. The Commission, 
after winning the case in the court in which the “negative” or- 
der doctrine was promulgated, changed its view as to demur- 
rage and circumstances such as those in the Procter & Gamble 
case. Now the demurrage rules specifically exempt from de- 
murrage private cars standing on private tracks. 


PIPE LINE LITIGATION 
The Supreme Court of the United States, April 17, noted 
that it had probable jurisdiction in No. 825, Valvoline Oil Co., 
appellant, vs. U. S. and I. C. C., in which the appellant sued 


to set aside an order of the Commission requiring it to file 
schedules with the Commission. 


CIRCUS CONTRACT CASE 

The Supreme Court of the United States, April 17, denied 
a petition for a writ of certiorari in No. 724, Bernardi Greater 
Shows, Inc., petitioner, vs. Boston & Maine, involving the valid- 
ity of a contract exempting the railroad from liability for 
negligence. The Supreme Court of New Hampshire held that 
the contract was a bar to respondent’s liability because the 
service rendered was outside the scope of its assumed obliga- 
tions aS a common carrier. 





CARAVAN ACT UPHELD 


In an opinion delivered by Justice Stone, April 17, the 
Supreme Court of the United States, in No. 534, Frank W. 
Clark, as director of the Department of Motor Vehicles of the 
State of California et al., appellants, vs. Paul Gray, Inc., Al 
Asher, and Hirsch Mercantile Co. et al., upheld the California 
caravan act of 1937, exacting fees aggregating $15 for each 
automobile driven into the state for sale. 

The questions presented, said Justice Stone, were whether 
the act imposed a forbidden burden on interstate commerce 
or infringed the due process or equal protection clauses of the 
Fourteenth Amendment. 

The district court for the southern district of California 
had enjoined appellants, officers of the state of California, from 
enforcing the license and fee provisions. 

As to whether the jurisdictional amount of $3,000 was 
involved in the controversy, the Supreme Court found that 
only in the case of a single appellee, Paul Gray, Inc., was there 
any allegation of proof tending to show the amount in con- 
troversy. The court said it could not say, on the state of the 
record, that jurisdiction was not established as to appellee Paul 
Gray, Inc. As to him, the case was dismissed on the merits 
and as to the other appellees the dismissal was for want of 
jurisdiction. Justice Black was of opinion that the case should 
be dismissed for want of jurisdiction as to all the appellees. 

“Apart from appellees’ insistence that the fees are an un- 
constitutional burden on interstate commerce because exces- 
sive,” said Justice Stone, “the substance of their contention 
is that the statute discriminates between automobiles trans- 
ported into the state singly and those similarly transported 
intrazone, for which no fee is charged, and also that the 
statute discriminates between those cars driven by appellees 
in caravans and those similarly driven wholly within either 
of the state zones, for which no fee is charged.” 

Justice Stone pointed out that in Morf vs. Bingaman, 298 
U. S. 407, the court had considered the validity of a fee or tax 
exacted by New Mexico for the transportation into the state 
of any motor vehicle for the purpose of sale within or without 
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that state, and had upheld special licensing and taxing provi- 
sions “whose only effect, even when applied to interstate traffic, 
is to enable the state to police it, and to impose upon it a 
reasonable charge, to defray the burden of this state expense, 
and for the privilege of using the state highways.” 

Justice Stone said there was much evidence indicating 
that it was the long haul traffic in cars for sale in California 
which tended to produce the movement in large caravans or 
convoys in order to save expense of transportation, and which 
in turn. tended to impose special burdens on the state in con- 
nection with the use of its highways, calling for the imposition 
of regulations and fees different from those applied to other 
types of motor car movement. 

“Without repeating what was said more at length of like 
traffic in Morf vs. Bingaman, supra,” said Justice Stone, “the 
evidence in the present case shows that coupled cars, under 
control of a single driver, subject the highways to increased 
wear and tear because of their tendency to skid and sway on 
curves and in passing other traffic, and that the length of the 
caravans and the inefficiency and irresponsibility of the drivers, 
casually employed, increases traffic congestion and the incon- 
veniences and hazards of automobile traffic.” 

It was true, said the justice, that the district court made 
findings to the contrary but he said in this “we think that its 
determination was not only contrary to the evidence, but went 
beyond the judicial province.” 

“It is no longer open to question that the states have con- 
stitutional authority to exact reasonable fees for the use of 
their highways by vehicles moving interstate,” said Justice 
Stone. 

He also said the classification of the traffic for the pur- 
poses of regulation and fixing fees was a legislative, not a 
judicial, function. 

The legislature having made its classification by the estab- 
lishment of zones, in the light of special conditions in the 
state, courts are not free to set aside its determination unless 
they can say that it is without any substantial basis, according 
to the opinion. The court found the classification valid. It 
also found that appellees had failed to sustain the burden of 
proof that the fees were excessive for the purpose for which 
it was collected. 


GRANDFATHER RULING UPHELD 


The finding of the Commission that Dan E. Maher did not 
bring himself within the privilege of the grandfather clause of 
the motor carriers act because the operations for which he 
sought a certificate were different from those in existence on 
the grandfather date, June 1, 1935, was upheld by the Supreme 
Court of the United States, April 17, in an opinion delivered by 
Justice Frankfurter in No. 432, United States et al., appellants 
vs. Dan E. Maher, doing business as Interstate Busses. The 
federal district court for the district of Oregon, which set aside 
the Commission’s order, was reversed. 

As to a question of jurisdiction, raised by the claim that 
the Commission had issued a “negative order,” Justice Frank- 
furter said there was no jurisdictional barrier to hearing such 
a claim as that made in this case, that the Commission’s action 
was based on a wrong reading of the authority which the act of 
Congress gave it. 

On January 24, 1936, Maher filed an application under the 
grandfather clause for a certificate to engage in the transpor- 
tation of passengers and baggage over U. S. Highway No. 99 
between Portland and Seattle and intermediate points. Explain- 
ing further the situation dealt with, Justice Frankfurter said: 


After a hearing was had before a ‘‘Joint Board’’ composed of mem- 
bers from the states involved (§§ 203 (a) (9) and 205) at which com- 
peting carriers and the Public Utilities Commission of Oregon appeared 
in opposition to the application, and after a report was filed by the Joint 
Board with the Interstate Commerce Commission recommending that 
the application be denied, the Interstate Commerce Commission, Divi- 
sion 5, on October 27, 1937, found the facts to be as follows: From 
1931 until May 29, 1936, the appellee had engaged in bona fide ‘‘any- 
where-for-hire’’ operations in Oregon with occasional entries into 
Washington. There were rare trips to Seattle, no service at all to most 
of the intervening points, and no showing that passengers were trans- 
ported on return trips to Portland. On May 29, 1936, the appellee began 
his regular-route service between Portland and Seattle which he con- 
ducted regularly since that time. But upon the institution of the regu- 
lar-route service between Portland and Seattle the appellee discontinued 
the ‘‘anywhere-for-hire’’ operations theretofore conducted. Upon this 
showing Division 5 found that the service conducted by the appellee 
since May 29, 1936, was a different service from that conducted by him 
prior to that time, and therefore concluded that he did not come within 
“the grandfather clause.’’ And so, the Commission denied Maher’s 
application and ordered him ‘‘to cease and desist’’ from ‘‘all operations’’ 
as a common carrier in interstate commerce. Thereupon the appellee 
filed the present suit in the District Court for the District of Oregon 
against the United States and the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
praying that the Commission’s order be set aside and ‘‘any construc- 
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tion thereunder’ enjoined. The suit was disposed of on the plead- 
ings, the answer of the Commission having incorporated its report and 
orders. A majority of the District Court entertained jurisdiction and 
held that the appellee was entitled to an ‘‘anywhere-for-hire’’ permit 
under ‘‘the grandfather clause’’ as well as the regular-route permit 
under Section 207. 23 F. Supp. 810. Circuit Judge Haney found juris- 
diction to review the cease and desist order, although not the order 
denying the certificate of convenience and necessity, but sustained the 
Commission's view of the act. 


On the merits, said Justice Frankfurter, the case brought 
into question the validity of the construction placed by the 
Commission on section 206 (a) of the motor carrier act reliev- 
ing carriers operating on June 1, 1935, under the circumstances 
defined by the terms of section 206 (a) from the requirements 
of section 207. Continuing, he said: 


The latter section requires a finding by the Commission that the 
granting of such a certificate is demanded by public convenience and 
necessity. But under section 206(a) the Commission must issue 
‘“‘such certificate without requiring further proof that public con- 
venience and necessity will be served’’ by an applicant who ‘‘was in 
bona fide operation as a common carrier by motor vehicle on June 
1, 1935, over the route or routes or within the territory for which 
application was made and has so operated since that time.’’ By 
this legislation Congress responded to the felt need for regulating 
interstate motor transportation through familiar administrative de- 
vices, while at the same time it satisfied the dictates of fairness by 
affording sanction for enterprises theretofore established. Whether 
an applicant seeking exemption had in fact been in operation within 
the immunizing period of the statute was bound to raise contro- 
verted matters of fact. Their determination Congress entrusted to 
the Commission. The legal issues presented by this record are rela- 
tively simple once the somewhat confused operations of the appel- 
lee’s business are clearly defined. 

Invoking the ‘‘grandfather clause’’ the appellee sought from the 
Commission a certificate authorizing continuance of his regular serv- 
ice between the fixed termini of Portland and Seattle on U. S. High- 
way 99. But the Commission found that the regular operation over 
this route had only been instituted on May 29, 1936. Theretofore, 
and including the crucial period prior to June 1, 1935, the appellee 
had been engaged in quite different services from those for which it 
asked a certificate, namely, ‘‘an irregular, so-called anywhere-for- 
hire operation in Oregon with occasional trips to points in Wash- 
ington’’ over any route adapted to a particular trip, but using at 
least for part of the distance U. S. Highway 99 on trips to Wash- 
ington. These irregular operations were discontinued after the ap- 
pellee’s regular route was established. Applying these findings 
which are binding here, the Commission ruled that the appellee did 
not bring himself within the privilege of the ‘‘grandfather clause.’’ 
In making this application of the statute, the Commission properly 
construed it. 

The recognized practices of an industry give life to the dead 
words of a statute dealing with it. In differentiating between op- 
erations over the ‘‘route or routes’’ for which an application under 
the ‘‘grandfather clause’ is made as against operations ‘‘within the 
territory,’’ Congress plainly adopted the familiar distinction between 
“‘anywhere-for-hire’’ bus operations over irregular routes and regular 
route bus operations between fixed termini. Such recognition is 
implicit also in the provision of section 208(a) that ‘‘Any certificate 
issued under section 206 or 207 shall specify the service to be rendered 
and the routes over which, the fixed termini, if any, between which, 
and the intermediate and off-route points, if any, at which, and in 
case of operations not over specified routes or between fixed termini, 
the territory within which, the motor carrier is authorized to operate.’’ 
Since the new regular route of appellee was not in existence on June 
1, 1935, and the irregular ‘‘anywhere-for-hire’’ service was not ‘‘so 
operated,’’ as required by section 206, when the Commission passed 
upon the application for a ‘‘grandfather’’ certificate, the Commission 
rightly rejected the application. 

But the District Court set aside the Commission’s order on another 
ground. It held that when the Commission rejected appellee’s claim 
under the ‘‘grandfather clause’’ another provision of section 206(a) 
sprang into relevance, to wit ‘‘Otherwise the application for such 
certificate shall be decided in accordance with the procedure provided 
for in section 207(a) of this part and such certificate shall be issued 
or denied accordingly.’’ We do not read the statute as laying a com- 
pulsion upon the Commission to canvass all the questions of public 
and private interest that are implicit in an application for a certificate 
based on “‘public convenience and necessity’’ when the applicant him- 
self only seeks the favor of the ‘‘grandfather clause’ and makes no 
claim, either before the Commission or in his bill seeking to enjoin 
its action, to have the Commission act outside the ‘‘grandfather clause.”’ 
Reversed. 





N. J. & N. Y. ABANDONMENT 


Abandonment by the trustees of the New Jersey & New 
York Railroad Co. of a portion of a branch line extending from 
Nanuet to New City, N. Y., approximately 4.06 miles, has 
been recommended by Examiner R. Romero, in a proposed re- 
port in Finance No. 12215. According to the report, the line has 
been operated at substantial losses for the last six years. The 
examiner said that while there had been an increase in traffic 
in the last two or three years, neither such increase nor the 
prospects of developing additional traffic were sufficient to 
warrant retention of the line. The estimated net salvage value 
of the line is $11,294. 
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EXPORT GRAIN CUTS SUSPENDED 


On protest of the Canal Carriers’ Association, Inc., the 
Commission, in I. and S. No. 4618, ex-lake grain to north 
Atlantic ports, has suspended supplements Nos. 6 and 7 to Cur- 
lett’s I. C. C. A-563, for seven months from April 17. Those 
supplements propose the seasonal reductions made by the rail- 
roads when the New York state barge canal and St. Lawrence 
waterway routes are opened for navigation. Hitherto they 
have been regarded as routine reductions and, at least not in 
recent years, has the Commission suspended them. 

The canal carriers, in their request for suspension, asserted 
that the proposed reductions were proposed for the sole pur- 
pose of driving down the rates of the competing lines in viola- 
tion of section 500 of the interstate commerce act. They added 
that the canal carriers received but a pittance for their service 
in carrying more than 96 per cent of the grain and that they 
had to meet the reduced rates because the carriage of grain 
was their method of obtaining a livelihood and that they had, 
therefore, to meet any rates made by the railroads. 

The railroads retorted that the water competition they 
were meeting was that of the water routes via Montreal and 
that that was the competition the canal carriers had to meet. 
As to what the Commission suspended, it said: 


The suspended schedules propose to reduce the rates on ex-lake 
grain, in bulk, for export, in carloads, from Buffalo, N. Y., Erie, Pa., 
and Oswego, N. Y., to north Atlantic ports. The following is illustra- 
tive: 

Rates in cents per 100 pounds, wheat, carloads, from Buffalo, N. Y., 
to New York, N. Y., present rate 11.17, proposed rate 8.33; from Buf- 
falo, N. Y., to Baltimore, Md., present rate 10.67, proposed rate 7.83. 


The Commission, on petitions wired in by grain shippers 
at Buffalo, N. Y., and other points, April 19, vacated that part 
of its order creating I. and S. No. 4618, which suspended the 
tariffs for seven months. The part of the order providing for 
an investigation was continued and hearings thereon will be 
held in the usual course unless reason appears for abrogation 
of that part of the order. The petitioners asserted that sus- 
pension of the seasonal rates on ex-lake grain for export would 
seriously disarrange commitments requiring shipment as soon 
as the so-called seasonal rates became effective. 


PIPE TO THE SOUTHWEST 


The complexities of the adjustment of all-rail, rail-ocean- 
rail, rail-ocean, ocean-rail and Seatrain rates on wrought iron 
pipe from, to and between points in the southwest through 
the Gulf of Mexico ports but not through south Atlantic ports 
were discussed before the entire Commission the last two days 
of Easter week in arguments in No. 27401, wrought pipe and 
fittings, No. 13535, Consolidated Southwestern cases, wrought 
steel and wrought pipe and I. and S. No. 4381, pipe ocean- 
rail to and from the southwest. (See Traffic World, December 
5, 1938, p. 923.) The matter has been pending eight years. 

Examiner Parker, in a proposed report, recommended in- 
terterritorial point-to-point rates approximating 28.5 per cent 
of the first class rates prescribed in the twenty-first supple- 
mental report in the Consolidated Southwestern Cases, with 
grading near the northern and eastern borders of the south- 
western territory on account of the rates, all-rail, from produc- 
tion territory in the north and east. He recommended intra- 
territorial rates on a like basis and point-to-point ocean-rail 
rates 10 cents under the all-rail for distances up to 350 miles 
and graded down to 6 cents for distances greater than 500 
miles, the grading of the differentials decreasing as the dis- 
tances increased on account of the approach to the territory 
to which all-rail rates from the northern and eastern points 
of production would apply. 

The railroads advocated all-rail rates on the basis of 32.5 
per cent of the first class rates prescribed in the twenty-first 
supplemental report in the southwestern cases and 32.5 per 
cent of the first class prescribed in the twenty-fifth supple- 
mental report as the basis for ocean-rail rates. 

Producers and consumers of the pipe asked for rates prac- 
tically equivalent to twenty-five per cent of the first class rates 
prescribed in the twenty-first supplemental report. 

In exceptions to the Parker report the steamships pointed 
out that the prescription of the same percentage basis of first 
class rates for application over ocean-rail routes would shut 
them out of traffic more than 200 miles from the Gulf ports, 
whereas at the present time they were participating in traffic 
to western Texas and New Mexico. They asked for differen- 
tials under the all-rail rates. 

Seatrain Lines, Inc., asked that questions as to whether 
there should be any difference in rates via it and the break- 
bulk lines be left for disposition in Seatrain Lines, Inc., vs. 
Akron, Canton and Youngstown, now pending on rehearing. 
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Assignments of time for discussion of the matter were 
made as follows: J. L. Burke, P. H. Walker and W. M. Mad- 
dux, of the southwestern pipe committee in place of Robert C. 
Fulbright, who was ill; J. S. Burchmore, A. O. Smith Cor- 
poration and others, H. D. Rhodehouse, Republic Steel Co.; 
R. K. Keas, Laclede Steel Co.; E. M. Cole, shippers of cast 
iron pipe; John T. Money, cast iron pipe consumers; J. H. Ted- 
row, Clay & Bailey Manufacturing Co.; H. C. Barron and 
J. J. Fitzpatrick, railroads; Robert T. Thompson, Texas & Pa- 
cific, which had interests differing from those of other rail- 
roads; George H. Muckley, protesting water lines; R. A. 
Kearny Jr., Pan-Atlantic Steamship Corporation and C. A. 
Michell, New Orleans Joint Traffic Bureau. 


REPARATION ORDERS 


A supplemental reparation order has been issued in No. 
17304, International Oil Co. et al. vs. Abilene & Southern et al. 

A supplemental reparation order has been issued in No. 
27587, A. B. Humphrey vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. 


SOUTHERN GOVERNORS’ COMPLAINT 


The Commission has permitted the state of Ohio and the 
Public Utilities Commission of Ohio to intervene in No. 27746, 
State of Alabama et al. vs. New York Central et al., on a 
declaration by them, among others, that the complainants if 
granted relief sought would, in Ohio’s opinion, be able to reach 
the markets in the northern states at rates on a lower level than 
generally prevailed between points in the southern states and 
at a lower level than the manufacturers in the northern states 
could reach the south. In addition, the Ohio petition declared 
that transportation conditions in the northern states were, 
generally speaking, more favorable than those in the southern 
states, and that that had been recognized by the Commission 
in many cases decided in the past. 





OUTSTANDING ORDERS VACATED 


The Commission has vacated and set aside outstanding 
orders in dockets Nos. I. and S. 2107; 13518; 14018, 14078; 
14118, 14118, Sub. 1; 14140; 14312; 14436; 14451; 14451, Subs. 
1, 2, 3 and 4; 14653; 14743, 14856, 15012; 15153; 15206; 15208; 
15208, Subs. 1 and 2; 15258; 15356; 15410; 15426; 15426, Sub. 
1; 15608; 15717, Sub. 1; 15769; 15837; 15880; 15880, Sub. 1; 
15882; 15911; 16098; 16152; 16164; 16241; 16263; 16307; 13524; 
14547; 14617; 14799; 15061; 15084; 15087; 15087, Subs. 1, 2 and 
3; 15290; 15315; 15467: 15511; 15628; 15692; 15738: .15¢%; 
15906; 15943; 15946; 16217; 16170; 16304; 16684; 16893 and 
17127. Parties were cited to show cause why the orders should 
not be vacated and set aside so far as they required the con- 
tinued observance and maintenance of the rates, ratings, fares, 
charges, rules, regulations or practices. 


STOCKYARDS INVESTIGATION 


Facts about New York Central stockyards at Buffalo, N. 
Y., were submitted by Otto V. Moesch, general superintendent 
of stockyards at a resumption of hearings by Commissioner 
Splawn and Examiners Haden and Carter, April 17, in Ex 
Parte 127, status of public stockyard companies (see Traffic 
World, September 17, 1938, p. 526). A hearing has heretofore 
been held as to stockyards at Kansas City. 

Facts about yards at Pittsburgh, Pa., were submitted by 
George G. Sharpless, not connected with any railroad, and S. 
W. Troutman, a special agent of the Pennsylvania. 


MISSISSIPPI STATE RATES 

The Commission, on petition of the Gulf, Mobile & North- 
ern and the Illinois Central, has further modified its order 
of November 8 in No. 28051, increases in Mississippi freight 
rates and charges, and No. 27940, Mississippi sand and gravel 
rates, so as to authorize those railroads until December 31 to 
establish a rate of $12 a car of 40 cubic yards or less, excess 
in proportion, on gravel, clay gravel, sand gravel, and sand, 
from Richton to Tuckers, Ovett, Rhodes, Hintonville and Kit- 
trell; until the same date on gravel and sand, rates of 60 and 
70 cents a ton from Georgetown and Stephenson to Jackson; 
and until June 30 on gravel and sand, minimum weight 90 per 
cent of marked capacity of car, except when car is loaded to 
full visible capacity actual weight shall govern, rates of 55, 
60 and 70 cents a ton from Crystal Springs, Myles and St. Elmo 
to Jackson. 


STORAGE IN TRANSIT AT NEW YORK 


The New York Port Authority, in Ex Parte No. 104, part 
VI, warehousing and storage at the port of New York, N. Y., 
has renewed its effort for a broader investigation and entry 
of orders to make effective the findings heretofore announced 
in this proceeding with respect to storage at New York. It has 
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attached to its petition as an exhibit, a copy of a petition it filed 
May 23, 1932, asking the Commission at that time to broaden 
its inquiry so as to include other north Atlantic ports. 

Tariffs which the Commission refused to suspend, dated to 
become effective April 1 and 8 (see Traffic World, April 1, p. 
714) the most recent petition of the port authority asserts, 
are plainly unlawful since they discriminate against New York 
and unduly prefer the ports at which lower charges and more 
favorable rules for free time are maintained, in violation of 
section 3, as well as in contravention of sections 1 and 15a. 
In addition the petition alleges the rates, rules, charges and 
practices published in those schedules are in direct and sharp 
conflict with the principles announced in the original pro- 
ceeding. 

Specifically, the New York authority asks a further in- 
vestigation embracing north Atlantic ports as far south as 
Newport News, Va., or in the alternative, the institution of 
independent investigations into the warehousing and storage 
rates, charges, rules and practices at those ports. 


AIRCRAFT EXPORTS 


Italy and German have made serious inroads into U. S. 
aircraft markets in Latin America, and the Orient was the 
principal customer for American aeronautical products in 1938, 
according to a report made public by the Civil Aeronautics 
Authority. 

Of the total amount of aircraft and aircraft accessories 
exported last year, 41 per cent, shipments valued close to 
$28,500,000, went to the Far East, as against 19 per cent, or 
$12,600,000, to Latin America, it said. 

German and Italian shipments of aircraft to Chile, Para- 
guay, Peru and Brazil in 1938 totaled $6,400,000, more than 
50 per cent of all the Latin American trade obtained by U. S. 
exporters in this period. Chile alone imported German and 
Italian aircraft last year worth fifty-four times the value of 
their purchases from the United States, according to the report. 
In 1938 American exports of aeronautical products to that 
country were valued at $64,331, as compared with nearly 
$2,300,000 from Germany and $1,200,000 from Italy. Paraguay 
purchased aircraft from Italy in the amount of $1,000,000 and 
$6,162 from the United States. The Peruvian market amounted 
to more than 3% times the value of equipment purchased from 
this country. American exports to Peru were reported worth 
$223,490, while corresponding shipments from Italy totaled 
$811,355. Continuing, the authority said: 


Argentina and Brazil remain our best customers in the South 
American territory. In 1938 our shipments to the former country ag- 
gregated nearly $6,200,000 and to the latter about $2,000,000. During 
the same period Mexico purchased upwards of $1,200,000 in aircraft and 
aircraft products from United States manufacturers. 

Foreign aircraft shipments from all the principal producing coun- 
tries throughout the world last year were valued at approximately 
$150,000,000 as compared with $82,200,000 in 1937, an increase of 73 per 
cent during the year. The United States’ share in this international 
trade in 1938, including all aircraft, parts, instruments, engines and 
parachutes, amounted to $68,200,000 or 45.6 per cent of the total, as 
compared with $39,400,000, or 45.7 per cent, during the previous year. 
Thus, while the actual value of our aeronautical exports increased 73 
per cent from 1937 to 1938, the proportionate share of our world trade 
in aircraft remained practically unchanged. 

Aircraft exports from the United Kingdom rose from $18,200,000 in 
1937 to $26,400,000 in 1938, an increase of 45 per cent; while German 
exports advanced from $14,900,000 in 1937 to $27,200,000 in 1938, an in- 
crease of approximately 82 per cent. 

The combined value of the exports from the United States, the 
United Kingdom and Germany last year equalled about 82 per cent of 
the total international trade in aircraft. Czechoslovakia ranked fourth 
as an exporter of aircraft in 1938 accounting for 6.4 per cent of the 
world trade in aeronautical products while Italian exports aggregated 
4.9 per cent; similar shipments from France totalled 2.5 per cent; from 
Canada 1.9 per cent and from Switzerland 1.2 per cent. 

Japan was the leading aircraft market during 1938 for both Amer- 
ica and German equipment. United States’ exports to Japan increased 
from $989,100 in 1936 to $2,500,000 in 1937, rising to an all-time high of 
$11,000,000 in 1938. German aircraft exports to Japan increased from 
about $943,092 in 1937 to $3,100,000 in 1938. 





AIR MAIL RATES OF PAY 


The Civil Aeronautics Authority in announcing its first air 
mail rate decision “issued in accordance with the new yardstick 
prescribed by the civil aeronautics act of 1938,” has authorized 
Mid-Continent Airlines, Inc., to establish a rate of 38 cents an 
airplane mile for mail up to 300 pounds and 2.5 per cent of 
that rate for each additional 25 pounds. The rate is to apply on 
direct airport-to-airport mileage, which is a new basis, with- 
out reference to any base mileage limits for the route, from 
Tulsa, Okla., to Minneapolis, Minn., and from Huron, S. D., 
to Bismarck, N. D., and is to be retroactive to October 22, 
1938, the date on which the petition was filed. The company 
applied for a rate of 40 cents an airplane mile. The Authority 
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said that at present Mid-Continent was receiving, under an 
air mail rate decision of the Commission, a rate of 33% cents 
an airplane mile for mail up to 300 pounds and one-tenth of 
that rate for each additional one hundred pounds or fraction 
thereof—the maximum base rate under the air mail act of 
1934—on a monthly base of 67,000 miles. 

The Authority said that the evidence indicated that the 
carrier had continuously operated at such annual deficits as to 
hamper its operations and the maintenance and development 
of its service. It said that as of December 31, 1938, a total 
of $503,136.45 in cash and tangible assets had been invested 
and that the accumulated losses on that date amounted to 
$216,967.29, or 43.1 per cent of the total investment. The 
Authority pointed out that the primary cause of the large 
operating losses was the deficiency of revenue. The Authority 
said that in applying for a 40-cent rate the company had under- 
estimated prospective revenue and overestimated prospective 
costs. It said that “in simplifying computation of air mail 
compensation the Authority has departed from the present 
method of computation by abolishing base mileage and by 
adopting airport-to-airport mileage.” 


TRAINING CIVIL AIR PILOTS 


The House has passed H. R. 5619, with amendments, a bill 
to provide for the training of civil air pilots through arrange- 
ments to be made effectively by the Civil Aeronautics Authority. 
The Senate has yet to act on the measure. 


AIR EXPRESS REVENUE GAINS 


Gross revenue from air express on a nation-wide scale for 
February, 1939, increased 2642 per cent over February, 1938, 
the Railway Express Agency reports. February shipments for 
the system as a whole totaled 56,622, a gain of 19% per cent 
over the corresponding period a year ago. In New York City 
a shipment gain of 16 per cent for a total of 29,362 was made 
over February, 1938. Inbound shipments increased 9 per cent, 
outbound 20% per cent. 


AIR LINES CONTRACT AGREEMENT 


The Civil Aeronautics Authority has announced disap- 
proval of a contract agreement filed with it by the Pan Amer- 
ican Airways and American Export Airlines proposing to op- 
erate trans-Atlantic services. The order of disapproval pointed 
out that Pan American had already filed an application for 
a certificate, on which hearings were now being held, and that 
American Export was expected to file such an application. The 
findings in the order follow: 


That the terms of such agreement are such as to fix in advance 
territorial operating rights which should be reserved for future deter- 
mination in the light of the development of the services of the respec- 
tive contracting parties; that, therefore, such contract might discourage 
the development of an air transportation system properly adapted to 
present and future needs of the foreign and domestic commerce of the 
United States, of the postal service and of the national defense; that it 
might impair sound economic conditions in such transportation, might 
prevent the coordination of transportation by air carriers, and might 
prevent competition. 


Cc. A. A. NOMINATION 


President Roosevelt has nominated Edward P. Warner, 
special economic and technical adviser to the Civil Aeronautics 
Authority, to succeed Edward J. Noble, formerly chairman of 
that body, for the remainder of the term expiring December 
31, 1940. Mr. Warner has been engaged in aeronautical work 
since the World War. He has been a member since 1929 of the 
National Advisory Committee for Aeronautics. As author of 
several books on airplane design and other aeronautical sub- 
jects, and a former president of the Society of Automotive 
Engineers, his work has been honored by aeronautical organ- 
izations in England and France as well as in the United States. 
He is a resident of Westport, Conn., and an independent 
Republican. 


CAR SURPLUS REPORT 


Class I railroads in the period March 15-31, inclusive, had 
an average daily surplus of 201,743 cars, as compared with 
207,300 cars in the preceding period, according to the car 
service division of the Association of American Railroads. It 
was made up as follows: Plain box, 80,152; auto box, 14,401; 
total box, 94,553; flat, 7,655; gondola, 36,660; hopper, 30,446; 
total coal, 67,106; coke, 430; S. D. stock, 20,047; D. D. stock, 
3,464; refrigerator, 6,736; tank, 423 and miscellaneous, 1,329. 
Canadian roads reported a surplus of 17,250 cars, as compared 
with 17,205 cars in the preceding period, made up of 14,250 
plain box, 950 auto box, 675 flat, 225 gondola, 450 S. D. stock, 
150 refrigerator, and 550 miscellaneous cars. 


—— oe 
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Final witnesses heard by the Senate interstate commerce 
committee on S. 2009 April 14 when the hearings on the bill 
were concluded were Commissioner Eastman; Dr. L. C. Sorrell, 
professor of transportation of the School of Business of the 
University of Chicago, appearing for the Railway Business 
Association; and Albert M. Hartung, vice-president, personnel, 
Railway Express Agency. 

Commissioner Eastman, winding up his presentation of 
opposition to codification of the interstate commerce act and 
motor carrier act as proposed in S. 2009, proposed in answer 
to a question by Senator Shipstead that the Wheeler-Rampseck 
water carrier bill be passed. 

In the discussion Senator Reed expressed the opinion that 
Congress would do nothing with the rule of rate-making pro- 
posed by the President’s committee of six and embodied in 
H. R. 4862. Senator Shipstead asked the commissioner to pre- 
pare an amendment of the rate making rule in S. 2009 which 
would eliminate the obscurity of which the commissioner had 
previously spoken with reference to that section. 

Commissioner Eastman agreed with Senator Reed that 
the equidistant clause of the fourth section should be repealed. 

In answer to Senator Hill, the commissioner expressed 
the opinion that the Commission, if granted the power, would 
regulate water carrier rates on the basis of water carrier con- 
ditions and not on the basis of railroad conditions. He indi- 
cated he thought it would be best at this time not to attempt 
to write into the law any specific formula for the making of 
water rates with relation to costs and conditions of water 
transportation. He spoke in support of creation of a trans- 
portation authority along the lines recommended by Commis- 
sioners Splawn, Eastman and Mahaffie in their report to the 
President last spring. 

Dr. Sorrell explained that the Railway Business Associa- 
tion would appear in the hearings on S. 2016 and S. 1869, the 
Wheeler bills relating to consolidation and financial reorganiza- 
tion of carriers. As to S. 2009, he said the association favored 
equalization of regulation and unification of regulation under 
the Commission. In view of what Commissioner Eastman and 
others had said with reference to codification the association 
had some doubt of the possibility of expecting that. He said 
the association favored repeal of the fourth section. Pointing 
out that it would appear later, he said he wished to record it, 
however, as taking the position that the government ought to 
undertake promotion of consolidation of the railroads and 
make some effort to effectuate consolidation. He believed the 
declaration of policy should include a statement about encour- 
aging private ownership and operation. 

Mr. Hartung developed the view that express service should 
be regulated by the Commission as express service and not 
according to the various modes of conveyance used in produc- 
ing that service. All express operations, he said, were subject 
to and were wholly within part I of the interstate commerce 
act. He said that where motor vehicle operation was resorted 
to it was simply as an incident to through express transporta- 
tion service. He suggested amendments to give effect to this 
view. He also said that the employes of the express company 
were subject to the railway labor act, the railroad retirement 
act, the carriers taxing act, and the unemployment insurance 
act, and should not be subject to the motor carrier act. 

The Maritime Association of the Port of New York, by C. H. 
Callaghan, manager, has protested to the Senate committee 
against the water carrier provisions of S. 2009. 


In a letter to Chairman Wheeler, C. T. Stripp, traffic man- 
ager of the National Malleable and Steel Castings Company, 
said that in S. 2009, section 2, paragraph 1 (a), there should 
be a more specific provision as to jurisdiction of the Commis- 
sion over water carriers, particularly where service was via 
the Panama Canal in the intercoastal trade. He also urged an 
amendment to section 3 (28) to make it clear that transporta- 
tion should apply to through movements from the point where 
loaded to the point where unloaded, whether such points be 
on rail team tracks or on private industrial sidings. He also 
urged that the bill be amended to permit railroad ownership of 
vessels transiting the Panama Canal. He said railroads should 
be permitted to operate through the Canal without restriction. 
He said Canadian Railroad-owned vessels used the Canal but 
that American vessels of railroad ownership were denied such 
use and therefore the railroads were discriminated against. 


Outlook for Legislation 
Representatives of railroad management and railroad labor 
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on the House side, said he did not think the Senate and House 
bills would be far apart. It was understood that an effort would 
be made to have the committees of the House and Senate agree 
initially as far as that might be possible. 

The provisions in S. 2009 codifying the interstate commerce 
act and empowering the Commission to regulate water carriers 
face substantial opposition and observers point out that from 
a practical standpoint the issue presented is whether or not 
the opposition is strong enough to beat the rail management- 
labor hook-up which is said to have the backing of President 
Roosevelt. 

An indication of the fight which it is believed is brewing 
was seen in publication by the National Association of Motor 
Bus Operators of “Highway News,” a new tabloid of six pages 
designed to arouse bus carriers and their employes to write to 
members of Congress to let them know they are opposed to 
any change in the motor carrier act. 

“Nine cents spent for three stamps, for mailing your let- 
ters of protest against the passage of laws promoted by the 
railroads to strangle highway transportation, will have a lot 
to do with the attitude your senators and representative show 
toward the proposed legislation,” says the bus bulletin. “Let 
them know you are opposed to any change in the present motor 
carrier act of 1935.” 

Codification and amendments applying to motor carriers 
provisions of part I of the interstate commerce act are opposed 
by both the bus and truck interests. The latter are also stimu- 
lating the making of protests to congressmen. At the same time 
railroad labor is urging favorable action. 


Back of the introduction of H. R. 2531, the Lea bill, and 
H. R. 4862, the President’s committee-of-six bill, and S. 2009, 
asserts the bus operators’ publication, “is a long history of 
manipulation by the railroads.’”’ According to the bus operators 
the railroads long ago began a “subtle” campaign to the end of 
obtaining enactment of legislation such as that now proposed in 
the codified bills. The Lea bill is not a codification but the 
purpose appears to be to report a codified bill. 


Emphasis is placed on the fact that the railroad was the 
only form of transportation represented on the President’s 
committee of six. 

If legislation along the line of S. 2009 is enacted, the rail- 
roads will not get all that they sought in H. R. 4862 but they 
will get the foundation for the equality of treatment in regula- 
tion they have been seeking. They will get regulation of water 
carriers by the Commission and if the codification is included, 
the Commission will have effective control over carriers by 
railway, highway and waterway as proposed by the advocates 
of codification. They probably will not get a new rule of rate- 
making but they may get a declaration of transportation policy. 
Repeal of the fourth section appears to be out of the picture 
as well as anything in the nature of imposition of tolls on the 
waterways or discontinuance of the government barge lines. 
Some provision will be made for study of the various agencies 
of transportation and report thereon. The chances are that com- 
pulsion looking to elimination of waste in railroad operations 
will not be provided for at this time. Chairman Wheeler has 
declared against compulsory pooling of revenues and traffic, 
and the railroads and railroad labor are opposed to compulsion. 

The proposed revision of the commodities clause in section 
12 of S. 2009 was provocative of great ccncern in various 
industries tied up with transportation services, but Chairman 
Wheeler said this would not be undertaken at this time. 


Codification at this time is opposed by highway and 
waterway interests, as well as by the state commissioners and 
Commissioner Eastman. Some see in the proposal an effort to 
give the Commission such regulatory control of carriers by 
railway, highway and waterway that eventually the highway 
= = carriers will be regulated in the interest of the 
railroads. 


Advocates of codification—it was first heard of when R. V. 
Fletcher, general counsel of the Association of American Rail- 
roads, suggested it before the House committee on interstate 
and foreign commerce in the hearing on the Lea bill and com- 
mittee-of-six report—deny there is a sinister propose back of 
the proposal—that it is a proposal made in the interest of 
efficient and simplified regulation, and that there is no purpose 
to strangle highway and waterway carriers thereby. 

At a meeting April 20 the Senate interstate commerce com- 
mittee authorized the appointment of a subcommittee to pro- 
ceed immediately to draft a transportation bill on the basis of 
S. 2009 and in the light of the testimony heard at the hearings. 

Senator Wheeler announced that the subcommittee would 
be composed of himself and Senators Truman, Reed and Gurney, 


who have followed the transportation legislative situation were_.and a senator to be appointed. 
cocksure in their predictions at the close of the Song mLOUaEs subcommittee held its first meeting the afternoon of 
mittee hearings that legislation along the line of that”e ie it was appointed. Senator Wheeler and other members 


in S. 2009 would be enacted at this session. Chairman eeler 


of the committee indicated they believed a bill would be re- 


planned to report a bill as soon as possible and Chairman Lee=poTtéd which cofJd be passed at this session of Congress. The 


PERIODICAL ROOM 


\ Aa en y 
Vere LIBeh 






Pr ere 



















































PAGE 910 


purpose, it was indicated, was to have a bill similar to S. 2009 
in structure though it was said that changes would be made 
to meet objections in some instances. 

Senator Wheeler said the Hill joint resolution (S. J. Res. 
99) relating to sectional rate complaints would be considered 
and probably provision would be made for study of that ques- 
tion by a transportation board which would be directed to 
study the entire transportation situation. He also indicated 
that S. 1085, the through routes bill, might be handled in con- 
nection with the writing of the general bill. 


FORWARDING COMPANY REGULATION 


The desirability of bringing forwarding companies of the 
common carrier type within the scope of federal regulation was 
considered by the Commission in Freight Forwarding Investiga- 
tion, 229 I. C. C. 201, and differences of opinion developed among 
the commissioners in regard to that matter, Commissioner East- 
man has informed Chairman Lea, of the House committee on 
interstate and foreign commerce, in a report on the Lea for- 
warding company regulation bill, H. R. 4827. 

Based on views expressed in that report, Mr. Eastman 
said two commissioners favored immediate regulation of com- 
mon-carrier forwarding companies, two were opposed to regu- 
lation of such companies at this time, and seven favored regula- 
tion in the event that the railroads failed to make certain 
specified reforms in their less-than-carload freight service. 

“The thought underlying the position of these seven com- 
missioners is that if the railroads are able to accomplish these 
reforms, the conditions which now give the forwarding com- 
panies an opportunity to offer to a large part of the shipping 
public better and cheaper service on merchandise traffic than 
can now be obtained directly from the railroads will cease 
to exist, and hence the forwarding companies will gradually 
fade from the scene,” said he. “The seven commissioners con- 
cede, however, that if these companies continue to play their 
present important part in transportation service, they should 
be subjected to appropriate public regulation. 

“H. R. 4827 undertakes to subject the common carriers 
which it defines as ‘forwarding carriers’ to regulation of the 
same pattern as is provided for motor carriers in the motor 
carrier act, 1935 (part II of the interstate commerce act). It is 
drafted, however, in an abbreviated form, relying in large 
part upon references to provisions of part II. A close study 
is necessary, therefore, to determine whether it is adequate 
to accomplish the purposes in mind, and we have not yet 
completed such a study. If your committee should decide, there- 
fore, that forwarding companies of the common carrier type 
should be regulated, we request the opportunity to submit at 
a later date such textual and other criticisms of H. R. 4827 
as we may deem to be desirable.” 


RAIL REORGANIZATION BILL PASSED 


The House, April 17, considered on the “consent” calendar 
and passed the Chandler bill, H. R. 6407, enabling railroads not 
in need of reorganization under the federal bankruptcy act to 
enter into agreements with their creditors and security holders 
for postponement or modification of obligations (see Traffic 
World, April 8, p. 799). The measure was sent to the Senate. 

Chairman Wheeler, of the Senate interstate commerce com- 
mittee, to which the Chandler bill was referred, said April 20 
the committee would hold a hearing on the bill, probably some 
time the week beginning April 24. 


THROUGH ROUTES BILL 


A subcommittee of the House committee on interstate and 
foreign commerce held a hearing April 18 on H. R. 3400, the 
so-called through routes bill which would amend paragraph 4 
of section 15 of the interstate commerce act so as to remove 
the present prohibition against “short-hauling” a carrier in the 
establishment of routes by the Commission. The bill also 
would amend paragraph 3 of section 15 by adding a provision 
that if any tariff or schedule canceling any existing through 
route or joint rate, fare, charge, or classification without the 
consent of all carriers parties thereto or authorization by the 
Commission is suspended by the Commission for investigation, 
the burden of proof shall be upon the carrier proposing such 
cancellation to show that it is consistent with the public 
interest: 

Enactment of this proposed legislation, which is also pend- 
ing in S. 1085 after hearing before the Senate interstate com- 
merce subcommittee headed by Senator Bone, is sought prin- 
cipally by the American Short Line Railroad Association, some 
Class I railroads, and is opposed by a number of trunk lines. 

J. M. Hood, president, and C. A. Miller, general counsel, 
of the short line association; Commissioner Eastman and others 
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appeared in support of the bill. R. S. Outlaw, general attorney 
of the Santa Fe, and others appeared in opposition to it. 


TRANSPORTING STOLEN ANIMALS 


Over objection by Attorney General Murphy, the House 
committee on judiciary has favorably reported H. R. 4372, a 
bill to provide for the punishment of persons transporting stolen 
animals in interstate commerce. Stolen animals are trans- 
ported by truck and by rail, according to the committee. The 
Attorney General said whether federal jurisdiction should be 
extended into this field, which had heretofore been regarded as 
wholly local, involved a question of legislative policy, but he 
called attention to the fact that enactment of such legislation 
would cast additional burdens on the Department of Justice 
and require appropriation of additional funds. A somewhat 
similar measure, including also domestic fowl, was pocket 
vetoed by the President August 26, 1937, the Attorney Gen- 
eral pointed out. 


INVESTIGATION OF RAILROADS 


The Senate has agreed to the resolution providing $10,000 
additional for the Senate interstate commerce committee’s in- 
vestigation of railroad financing. Senator Wheeler asked for 
the money to complete the making of reports on the investi- 
gation. 


RAIL UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE 


A favorable report on S. 2017, with minor amendments, 
was ordered by the Senate interstate commerce committee April 
20. The bill amends the railroad unemployment insurance act 
yg Ong the purpose of clarification (see Traffic World, April 

, p. ‘ 


HIGHER RATES PROFITABLE? 


The eastern railroads, operating under the higher pas- 
senger fares authorized July 25, 1938, by the Commission, 
showed, in the first six months a smaller decrease in revenues 
than did the southern and western groups, which operated 
under lower fares, railroad statisticians announced. 

The decline in passenger revenues for the six months 
ended February 1, 1939, for the eastern group averaged 8 
per cent as against the same six months in 1937 and 1938. For 
the western group the decline was 9.4 per cent and for the 
southern group 15.6 per cent. 

Moreover, the eastern roads have experienced a relatively 
constant decrease month by month in the margin between 
revenues received in the two six-month periods. One road, 
the New Haven, showed an increase in November and Decem- 
ber. In the latter month the New York Central had only 1.1 
per cent and the Pennsylvania Railroad only 1.4 per cent less 
passenger revenue than for the same month in 1937. 

Many railroad officers have interpreted these figures as 
indicating that the higher fares not only are conserving rev- 
enue but are being accepted by the public. They also pointed 
out that the decrease in the 1938-39 revenues from those of 
the similar 1937-38 period could be attributed in large part 
to the considerable slackening in general business and, conse- 
quently, in commercial travel since the new fares were put 
into effect. They called attention to the fact that the eastern 
territory has the most intensive passenger traffic of any of the 
three regions and, hence, derived a substantial and important 
portion of its total revenues from passenger fares. In 1938 
passenger revenue was 15.2 per cent of total operating rev- 
enues. 

While it is felt, they said, that the experience gained since 
July was not of long enough duration to be conclusive, the 
results so far might well be regarded as having significance. 

Under the Commission’s order, the eastern railroads are 
permitted to keep the new fares, 2% cents a mile in coaches, 
in effect eighteen months. In the meantime the eastern roads 
have appointed a committee to study the fare situation and 
make recommendations. This committee, headed by F. E. 
Williamson, president of the New York Central, is still at work. 


MOTOR CARRIER BILL 


Representative Holmes, of Massachusetts, has introduced 
H. R. 5750, a bill to amend the motor carrier act with respect 
to the power of the Commission to limit the scope of opera- 
tions of certain carriers, and adding to section 215 of the act a 
new subsection providing that policies of insurance issued by 
insurance companies in such form or forms as the Commission 
may prescribe may be filed and shall be approved by the Com- 
mission where the insurance company is legally authorized 
to transact business in the state of domicile of the motor 
carrier insured thereby. 





April 22, 1939 


PRIVATE CARRIER REGULATION 


Supplementing its report on proposed transportation legis- 
lation submitted recently to the House committee on interstate 
and foreign commerce (see Traffic World, March 25, p. 657), 
the Commission, through Commissioner Eastman, chairman of 
its legislative committee, has written Chairman Lea at length 
relative to the question of regulating private transportation. 

The Commission took the position that the subject was not 
ripe for action at the present time but that it called for much 
more research before any positive steps in the direction of 
greater federal control could safely be contemplated. 

“Transportation of property may be divided into that which 
is for hire, and that which is not for hire, and it may also be 
divided into that which is public and that which is private,” 
said Commissioner Eastman. 


Transportation for hire might be private, for contract car- 
riage was within that category, said he. 

Private transportation, with the development of paved 
highways and motor vehicles, said he, had grown greatly in 
recent years. There was much private carriage by water, par- 
ticularly of such commodities as coal, ore, oil, lumber and steel 
products. Private carriage of persons predominated in that 
field of transportation, said he. In the case of property private 
transportation had come to be of immense importance, not only 


as an actual but even more, perhaps, as a potential factor, said 
he, adding: 


Large industries know almost to the cent what it will cost them to 
perform their own transportation by water or by highway. They will 
not willingly pay much more to carriers for hire, and their frequent 
threats to engage in transportation on their own account have a great 
influence on the charges of the public carriers. Smaller concerns and 
individuals often have trucks for local use which can be used occa- 
sionally, without much extra expense, for longer-distance hauling. 

The advantages are not all with private carriage, for the public 
carrier which specializes in transportation often has the greater effi- 
ciency, and is also likely to have a better load factor, i. e., a lower 
percentage of empty haul. However, the public carrier has expenses, 
such as solicitation of business, the publication of tariffs, the main- 
tenance of terminals, and compliance with public regulation, which the 
private carrier does not incur. 

Present conditions with respect to private transportation have in- 
teresting points of similarity with railroad conditions prior to effective 
public regulation. Then the big shipper with a large volume of traffic 
well adapted to economical handling by the railroads was often given 
a special concession in rates, by rebates or otherwise. This situation 
caused so much complaint on the part of smaller shippers that such 
practices were forbidden by law, and at length they were, through the 
processes of Commission regulation, very largely eliminated. At pres- 
ent, however, if a big shipper is favorably situated with respect to 
volume of traffic and the conditions under which it can be handled, 
he can, so far as water and highway transportation are concerned, 
take full advantage of these conditions by transporting on his own 
account or engaging the services of a contract carrier. 


Partly Regulated 


Private transportation on the highways, to the extent that it is 
performed by contract carriers, has been brought under a measure of 
public regulation by a number of the states, and also by the federal 
government in the motor carrier act, 1935. In the latter, the regulation 
resembles that to which common carriers are subjected, and covers 
such matters as the right to operate, rates, accounting, safety of oper- 
ation, and unifications. In some respects, however, it does not go so 
far as the regulation of the common carriers. Thus, we are authorized 
to prescribe minimum charges for the contract carriers, but not maxi- 
mum charges, and the test in connection with new operations is not 
public convenience and necessity, but consistency with the public in- 
terest. The reason for these differences is that the purpose of. the 
regulation of the contract carriers is to protect the common carriers in 
the public interest against destructive or unfair competition, rather 
than any direct protection of the shipping public, which is amply able 
to protect itself in any dealings which it may have with the contract 
COFTIGTS.,. ..s « 

Desirability Discussed 


The specific question presented by your letter is the extent to 
which control over interstate transportation of property other than by 
common or contract carriers would be practicable and desirable. As 
has been seen, the motor carrier act provides for control over such 
transportation on the highways with respect to safety of operation and 
hours of service of employes, and we understand that somewhat similar 
control is exercised over such transportation by water through other 
departments of the government. The question is, therefore, whether 
any further control is practicable and desirable. 

In the case of private transportation by contract carriers, who are 
carriers for hire, regulation can be directed to the charges which are 
exacted for the service. Where there is no transportation for hire, 
however, such regulation is out of the question. The transporter bears 
the cost of the service, whatever it may be, and that is all there is to 
it. Regulation could extend, therefore, in addition to what it now cov- 
ers, only to the right to engage in such transportation, and also to 
such matters as insurance for the protection of the public, accounting, 
and reports. 

Whether such regulation is ‘‘practicable’’ appears to be, primarily, 
a legal question, for if it is practicable as a matter of law, no doubt it 
is practicable in other respects. We have little doubt that, if public 
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need can be shown, it would be lawful to enact legislation compelling 
a carrier of property, not for hire, on public ways to provide insurance, 
or some other form of security, for the protection of persons or the 
property of others against death, injury or damage resulting from its 
operations. Whether legislation governing the right to engage in such 
transportation or the accounting for its cost or requiring public reports 


with respect to the operations would be lawful is a more difficult 
question. 


Legal Phases 


Commissioner Eastman then discussed the commerce clause 
of the Constitution and referred to Gibbons vs. Ogden, 9 Wheat. 
1; Interstate Commerce Commission vs. Brimson, 154 U. S. 447; 
United States vs. Hill, 248 U. S. 420; Wilson vs. United States, 
232 U. S. 563; United States vs. Simpson, 252 U. S. 465; Brooks 
vs. United States, 267 U. S. 452, and Gooch vs. United States, 297 
U. S. 124. Continuing, he said: 


In view of the above, we think it may be taken as settled that the 
power of Congress to regulate interstate commerce is plenary, and 
subject only to the limitation that the exercise of that power must not 
conflict with other provisions of the Constitution. In certain circum- 
stances, at least, it is also well settled that the transportation by an 
owner of his own property between states is interstate commerce, sub- 
ject to the regulatory power of Congress, and that regulation of such 
commerce which has the ‘‘quality of police regulation’’ is possible with- 
out conflict with other provisions of the Constitution. 

The question remains, however, whether the prohibition or limi- 
tation of the right of a person (natural or artificial) to engage in the 
interstate transportation of his own property, or requirements with 
respect to accounting for the cost of such transportation or the sub- 
mission of information relating thereto, would be in conflict with other 
provisions of the Constitution. Regulation of this character would not, 
we take it, have the ‘‘quality of police regulation.’’ No doubt the pro- 
vision of the Fifth Amendment that no person shall ‘‘be deprived of 
life, liberty, or property, without due process of law’’ is one of the 
possibly conflicting provisions that would require consideration. 


‘Very Serious Matter’’ 


Prohibition or limitation of the right of a person to transport his 
own property in interstate commerce on a public way, where such pro- 
hibition or limitation is not for the purpose of abating such an abuse 
as is within the purview of what is known as the police power, is ob- 
viously a very serious matter. For the reasons indicated below, we 
hesitate without further research to express a definite opinion on the 
lawfulness of such regulation by the Congress of interstate commerce. 
Our tentative opinion, for what it may be worth, is that such regula- 
tion could not be sustained, unless it were definitely linked with the 
protection of a policy of Congress designed to promote the efficient 
and economical conduct of interstate transportation in the public in- 
terest, nor unless positive need for the regulation for the purposes of 
such protection could be shown. 

It is conceivable that it could be shown that the free and unlimited 
right of persons to engage in the transportation in interstate commerce 
of their own property is so detrimental to the efficient and economical 
conduct of interstate transportation by the common carriers upon 
whom the general public must normally depend for freight service, and 
to sound public policies with respect to the charges for such transpor- 
tation, that this right must be brought under suitable public control. 
Clearly, however, even if it be assumed that such control’ would be 
legally ‘‘practicable,’’ the public need therefor should be demonstrated 
before any conclusion is reached that action to this end by Congress 
is ‘‘desirable.’’ 


Need Not Demonstrated 


Upon the information now available, we are quite unable to say 
that such a public need has been demonstrated, or even that there is 
persuasive evidence that it exists. The subject is one which has as yet 
attracted little attention and, as already indicated, not even the facts 
are known with anything approaching accuracy. We do know that the 
transportation of property by other than carriers for hire is very ex- 
tensive, and that such transportation is carried on, not only by large 
industries, but by a multitude of smaller concerns and individuals, par- 
ticularly farmers. Probably the larger part of such transportation is 
intrastate, and would not be subject in any event to Federal control, 
but how much is intrastate and how much interstate no one knows. It 
is certain, however, that it is an important factor in the commerce and 
industry of the country, and that ill-advised efforts to interfere with it 
might have very disturbing effects. 


Plainly the subject is not ripe for action at the present time. It 
calls for much more research, before any positive steps in the direc- 
tion of greater federal control can safely be contemplated. The utmost 
that might now be done, with any degree of wisdom, would be to pro- 
vide for such research, including not only the extent of such transpor- 
tation in interstate commerce of property by other than carriers for 
hire, but also its effect upon similar transportation by common carriers 
and the probable results of any attempt to subject it to public control. 


Inquiry Into Fact and Law 


The research should include, not only questions of fact, but also 
questions of law. Upon the latter we have, in the above discussion, 
given you the benefit of such views as we are not able to express, but 
our consideration of the matter has not been thorough and complete, 
nor have we had an opportunity to hear those who are directly con- 
cerned. If your committee wishes to go more deeply into the legal 
questions at this time, we suggest the advisability of consulting the 
Department of Justice. 

There are steps, falling short of direct control, which may be taken 
to limit the spread of such private transportation. Division 5 of the 
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Commission has, for example, refused to grant to private carriers of 
property certificates or permits entitling them to engage in common or 
contract carriage. Such a policy could by law be extended to water 
transportation. 

We have endeavored to ascertain whether attempts have been made 
in other countries to bring transportation of property by others than 
carriers for hire under public control. So far as we can discover, the 
only country where such an attempt has been made is South Africa. 
This is described in the appendix (omitted) hereto. 


STATUS OF LOCAL OPERATORS 


The problem of the status of the local cartage operators in 
municipal zones under the motor carrier act came to a head in 
Chicago April 17 when representatives of five motor carrier 
groups and shippers met at the Stevens Hotel and took definite 
action on the subject. The group voted to appoint a committee 
of line-haul and local cartage haulers to prepare a pickup 
and delivery tariff for the approval of all carriers affected. 

The resolution to have such a tariff published was adopted 
almost unanimously after several hours of debate in which 
Frank Purse, district director of the bureau of motor carriers, 
and F. W. Howard, rates and tariff manager of the district 
office, participated. 

These representatives of the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion made it plain that it was their opinion that local cartage 
operators performing a service for line-haul carriers in inter- 
state commerce were definitely under the provisions of the 
federal motor carrier act. Mr. Purse declared it was the duty 
of all carriers in the Chicago area to poo] their interests and 
aid in working out some plan to bring stabilization to the 
motor carrier industry. Conditions were becoming worse, he 
declared. He said his office had received many complaints of 
alleged law violations involving the operations of cartage 
haulers. 

The resolution calling for this new tariff declared “local 
carriers who lawfully participate in line-haul rates shall be 
parties to such tariffs in Chicago; that such local tariffs shall 
be confined to the metropolitan commercial zone of Chicago.” 

Chester G. Moore, chairman of the board of the Central 
States Motor Freight Bureau, Inc., acted as chairman of the 
group. He was authorized to appoint eight extra over-the-road 
carriers to equal the number of the local cartage group. This 
committee will meet in Chicago April 24 at the Stevens Hotel. 

Representing shippers at the gathering were Charles E. 
Hochstedler, head of the traffic department of the Chicago 
Association of Commerce, S. L. Felton, and R. H. Curtis. 

Mr. Hochstedtler declared stabilization for the whole trans- 
portation industry was the thing to be desired in the public 
interest. He said he did not believe local cartage operators 
performing service within metropolitan areas were subject to 
the motor carrier act when performing that service for line- 
haul carriers any more than they were when performing it for 
the railroads. 

Mr. Purse said he couldn’t agree with Mr. Hochstedtler. 
He said he had administrative rulings from the I. C. C. to show 
that it was the opinion of the Commission that local cartage 
hauling for line-haul carriers in interstate commerce was 
definitely under the motor carrier act. 

The full committee, eight of the members of which were 
appointed February 19, is composed of the following: 


Line-haul operators: Walter Mullady, Harry F. Chaddick, Joseph 
H. Walker, Joseph Hizer, Harry Arnesen, Barney Cushman, Carl H. 
Ozee, Walter Eden, William Drohan, J. F. LaMere and Charles Evans. 

Cartage operators: A. E. Sicilia, Walter McCarron and William 
Fullerton, representing the Illinois Motor Truck Operators’ Association; 
Phil J. Smith, Jr., Eugene McNeil and William J. Lynch, representing 
the Cartage Exchange of Chicago; Earl Girard, P. P. Peich and Ben 
Leventhal, representing suburban operators; and M. E. Nielsen and 
L. C. Seaverns for the terminal operators. 


MERCHANT MARINE BILLS 


Representative Kramer, of California, has introduced H. R. 
5837, amending the shipping laws to bar certain aliens from 
participating in benefits thereof with respect to registration of 
vessels. 

Representative O’Leary, of New York, has introduced H. 
R. 5883, a bill to amend the merchant marine act, 1936, with 
respect to creation of ship construction reserve funds. 


RIVERS AND HARBORS BILL 


The House committee on rivers and harbors has favorably 
reported H. R. 5753, a bill introduced by Chairman Mansfield 
authorizing construction, repair and preservation of public 
works on rivers and harbors, estimated to cost $69,859,500. 

The bill authorizes improvement of the Illinois waterway 
at an estimated cost of $25,900,000. This project calls for a 
depth of nine feet in the Calumet-Sag Channel and a width of 
160 feet. It calls for a barge channel 160 feet in width with 
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a usable depth of nine feet in the Grand Calumet River from 
the existing channel in the Little Calumet to its junction with 
the Indiana Harbor Canal and thence northward to deep lake 
navigation in Indiana Harbor, and construction of a lock in 
the Little Calumet for barge navigation. 

The project is needed, according to the committee report, 
to serve the South Chicago area which has developed rapidly 
for heavy industry, and to provide a proper interconnection 
between the Great Lakes system and the improved Illinois- 
Mississippi navigation system. 


MARINE TERMINAL REGULATION 


Senator Walsh, of Massachusetts, at the request of the 
Boston Port Authority and other port interests at Boston, Mass., 
has introduced S. 2208, a bill to amend the shipping act, 1916, 
to clarify the Maritime Commission’s jurisdiction over marine 
terminal operators. 

The bill, in addition to clarifying the present definition of 
terminal operators as included in the term “other person sub- 
ject to the act,” requires terminal operators to publish and 
file schedules showing all their charges, regulations and prac- 
tices relating to or connected with the receipt, handling, stor- 
ing, or delivery of property. Rebating is prohibited and charges 
can only be changed on 30 days’ notice to the Maritime Com- 
mission unless for good cause shown. 

Senator Walsh said that these clarifying amendments were 
necessary in order to correct the present situation existing not 
only at Boston but at other ports whereby all shippers were 
not treated equally and shippers of large tonnage were able 
to enter into preferential arrangements with terminal operators 
which was detrimental to the terminal operators themselves, 
as well as the shippers of smaller tonnages and the ports. 

The bill also amends section 16 of the shipping act by 
including the words “port and port district.” This amendment, 
said the senator, was made desirable by reason of the decision 
of the Supreme Court of the United States in Texas & Pacific 
R. Co. vs. United States, 289 U. S. 627, interpreting a similar 
provision in the interstate commerce act. Subsequent to that 
decision, Senator Walsh said, the interstate commerce act was 
amended, with his active aid, to include “port and port district,” 
and that the shipping act should be likewise amended. 

The bill also adds certain sections to the shipping act. It 
enables the Maritime Commission to delegate certain of its 
functions requiring prompt action to one or more commission- 
ers, with right of appeal to the whole commission. The posses- 
sion and exercise of this authority by the Interstate Commerce 
Commission in the expeditious handling of certain functions 
clearly demonstrates its desirability, according to the senator, 
and section 6 enables the Maritime Commission to prescribe 
the forms of accounts, etc., which should be kept and authorizes 
the inspection of such records; and section 7 prescribes a penalty 
for knowingly and willfully violating any order of the com- 
mission. 





LOAD LINES FOR VESSELS 


A favorable report has been made by the Senate commerce 
committee on S. 1583, amending the act of March 2, 1929, es- 
tablishing load lines for American vessels, so as to provide for 
the establishment of such lines for merchant vessels of 150 
gross tons or over, engaged on a foreign voyage. The present 
law establishes load lines for such vessels of 250 gross tons 
or over. The change is proposed to bring the act in line with 
the International Load Line Convention. 

Without objection or debate the Senate passed the bill 
April 20 and sent it to the House. 


FLORIDA CANAL PROJECT 


The House committee on merchant marine and fisheries, 
by a vote of 10 to 7, has recommended approval by the House 
of H. R. 3223, the Mansfield bill providing for completion of 
the Florida ship canal project which was begun with unemploy- 
ment relief money allotted by President Roosevelt several 
years ago. About $5,000,000 was spent on survey work and 
preliminary digging. It is estimated the canal, if constructed, 
will cost around $200,000,000. President Roosevelt recently 
urged that the project be adopted by Congress. 


SHIP CONSTRUCTION AID 


Representative Boykin, of Alabama, has introduced H. R. 
5756, a bill to amend section 509 of the merchant marine act 
to reduce the down payment from 25 to 12% per cent of the 
cost of vessels of not less than 3,000 gross tons and having a 
speed of not less than fourteen knots, to be operated in the 
domestic trade. 
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MERCHANT MARINE LEGISLATION 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


Chairman Bland, of the House committee on merchant 
marine and fisheries, has announced that provisions in H. R. 
5130, the bill embodying recommendations of the Maritime 
Commission, regulating port and terminal charges, will not be 
considered by the committee at this time. 

Opportunity would be afforded later for witnesses to be 
heard on these provisions before any action would be taken 
on them, said the chairman. 

In a further hearing on H. R. 5130 before the merchant 
marine committee, several witnesses urged amendments to the 
bill and to the merchant marine act, 1936, as amended. Chair- 
man Bland said at the conclusion of the hearing April 19 
that another hearing would be held, probably early in May. 

Burton H. White, for the Baltimore Insular Line, Inc., the 
Bull Insular Line, Inc., Lykes Bros. Steamship Co., Inc., the 
New York and Porto Rico Steamship Co., and the Waterman 
Steamship Corporation, all members of the United States At- 
lantic and Gulf Puerto Rico Conference, said the carriers were 
interested in the proposal made in section 3 of H. R. 5130 to 
place on the carriers the burden of proof to show the reason- 
ableness of rates, fares, charges, etc., which might be at- 
tacked under section 3 of the intercoastal shipping act, 1933, 
as amended, to which the carriers named were now subject. 
He said they also objected to the proposal for penalties in 
section 11 of the bill, and the proposed penalty provision in 
section 2 of the bill, so far as they applied to matters of pro- 
cedure. 

“It is the business of the carrier to initiate a rate and there 
is a general presumption that the rate initiated is proper,” said 
he. ‘The burden of proof should not be so placed on the car- 
rier as to destroy such presumption. In a proper case the 
carrier may fairly be expected to carry the burden of proceed- 
ing as can now be done under Rule 10 of the Rules of Pro- 
cedure of the Maritime Commission. The matter is in reality 
one of procedure and not of substantive law. The carrier 
should explain why an increase in a given established rate 
is necessary, but the increase ought not to be held unlawful 
unless the determination made from the inquiry as a whole 
would sustain such a conclusion. 


“In other words, the burden of proof should always re- 
main with the attacking party, but the initiator of the increased 
rate having relevant information in his possession might be 
called upon to proceed with justifying explanations.” 


Mr. White said the proposed amendment went much fur- 
ther than the similar provision of the interstate commerce act. 

The proposed amendment to section 3, he continued, dealt 
not only with “rate, fare or charge,” but would cover in addi- 
tion any “classification, regulation or practice.” It was not 
limited to increased rates, he said. It would seem broad enough, 
he thought, to apply where the entire initial tariff was sus- 
pended and the carriers, without benefit of any definite or spe- 
cific complaint against any rate were invited to justify the rates 
of their entire schedule, many hundreds in number and many 
of which had not been increased. Such a burden would be 


impossible to carry, said he, and would be unjust and un- 
reasonable. 


W. F. Taylor, president of the Southgate Nelson Corpora- 
tion, managing agent for the American Hampton Roads Yankee 
Line, objected to provisions in section 10 of the bill, amending 
section 714 of the merchant marine act, for chartering of 
vessels at an annual charter hire of 8% per cent per annum 
of the foreign cost of the vessels instead of 5 per cent. 


Fred J. Gauntlett, for the Oceanic Steamship Co., wholly 
owned subsidiary of the Matson Steamship Co., operating be- 
tween the Pacific coast and Australia and New Zealand, made 
a plea for granting to the Oceanic of a countervailing subsidy 
of $300,000 a year to put the company on a parity with its 
competitor, the Canadian-Australasian Steamship Co., asserted 
to enjoy the benefit of a similar subsidy. The witness argued 
it was the intent of Congress that such a subsidy be granted 
but said the Maritime Commission had not acted on the com- 
pany’s request for such a subsidy. The company has been 
granted a regular operating differential subsidy. If the addi- 
tional subsidy were granted, said Mr. Gauntlett, the company, 
with government ship construction aid, would build two new 
modern ships at a cost of $16,000,000 to $20,000,000 each for 
the Pacific-Australian trade. He said his company had made 
a profit of around 4 per cent in the last two years but that its 
operations over a period of years were in the red. The com- 
pany operates the Mariposa and Monterey. He said he sub- 
mitted that there was nothing in the act to justify the view 
that countervailing subsidy should be withheld if the American 
ship in such a situation as that presented, was able to struggle 
along without an actual deficit. 
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Chairman Bland and Representative Oliver indicated Con- 
gress probably would hesitate in increasing subsidies. 

Walter D. Fisher, legislative representative of the Maritime 
Federation of the Pacific, urging consideration for seamen, 
charged that quarters for seamen on the Oceanic’s ships were 
bad, while Mr. Gaunlett contended the company was trying 
to meet the demands of the men. He said due to regulations 
resulting from acts passed by Congress the company had to 
carry an additional 100 men for whom quarters were not pro- 
vided when the ships were built. 

William I. Denning, for the South Atlantic Steamship Co., 
asked for amendment of section 803 of the merchant marine 
act, prohibiting subsidy contractors from employing persons 
for stevedoring, etc., if they held any interest in such person 
or company, to meet a special situation confronted by his 
client. Chairman Bland indicated the committee would be 
sympathetic to an amendment to meet that situation but would 
not make a change which would open the door to abuses which 
had resulted in enactment of section 803. 

Former Representative John F. Dockweiler, of California, 
filed a statement on behalf of the Board of State Harbor Com- 
missioners of California, in opposition to regulation of port 


and terminal charges, particularly those of publicly owned 
water terminals. 


DIVORCE OF PIPE LINES 
Senator Borah, of Idaho, for himself and Senator Gillette, 
of Iowa, has introduced S.2181, a bill to prohibit interstate 
petroleum common carrier pipe lines from transporting com- 
modities in which such carriers have any interest. The bill 
was referred to the committee on the judiciary. 


REQUISITIONING OF VESSELS 


A hearing on H. R. 4983, a bill to amend sections 712 and 
902 of the merchant marine act, 1936, relative to requisitioning 
of vessels, will be held April 27 by the House committee on 
merchant marine and fisheries. 


CUSTOMS AND SHIPPING 
Representative Magnuson, of Washington, has introduced 
H. R. 5788 and H. R. 5789, bills to amend the present law 
relating to delivery of ships’ manifests to collector of customs 
by excluding Sundays and holidays from the time within which 
such delivery may be made by the master. 


SUPERHIGHWAY BILL 


Representative Jeffries, of New Jersey, has introduced H. 
R. 5749, providing for a system of highways to be known as 
the national superhighway system. The bill authorizes a ten- 
billion dollar government bond issue for the purpose of provid- 
ing means for the payment of the cost of the system. Provision 
is made for the imposition of tolls for the use of the system. 


ROLLING STOCK ADDITIONS 


Class I railroads in the first three months of 1939 put in 
service 5,104 new freight cars, according to the Association of 
American Railroads. Of that number 2,382 were installed in 
March. In the first three months of 1938 Class I railroads put 
4,362 in service. 

New steam locomotives put in service in the first three 
months of 1939 totaled 8 compared with 68 in the same period 
of 1938. New electric and Diesel locomotives installed in the 
three months’ period this year totaled 46 compared with 40 in 
the same period last year. 

Class I railroads on April 1 had 6,502 new freight cars 
on order compared with 5,825 on the same day last year 
and 6,788 on March 1, 1939. 

New steam locomotives on order on April 1, 1939, totaled 
62, compared with 84 on April 1 last year and 63 on March 1, 
1939. New electric and Diesel locomotives on order on April 
1 this year numbered 33 compared with 19 one year ago and 
38 on March 1, 1939. 

Freight cars and locomotives leased or otherwise acquired 
are not included in the above figures. 


PASSENGER TRAFFIC STATISTICS 


Class I railroads in the United States had passenger rev- 
enue of $14,764,831, in coaches, and $16,371,475, in parlor and 
sleeping cars, in January, 1939, as compared with $16,420,460 
and $17,316,237, respectively, in the same month last year, ac- 
cording to a compilation made by the Commission’s Bureau of 
Statistics of passenger traffic statistics (other than commuta- 
tion) of Class I steam railways in the United States, separated 
between coach traffic and parlor and sleeping car traffic, for 
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January, 1939 and 1938. It does not include switching and ter- 
minal companies. 

The railroads carried 14,443,661 revenue passengers, in 
coaches, and 1,901,363 revenue passengers, in parlor and sleep- 
ing cars, in January, 1939, as compared with 17,444,275 and 
1,996,295 revenue passengers, respectively, in January last 
year. They carried 750,737,358 revenue passengers one mile, in 
coaches, and 687,881,130, in parlor and sleeping cars, in Jan- 
uary, 1939, as compared with 896,250,681 and 722,472,768 rev- 
enue passengers, respectively, in January last year. 


REVENUE FREIGHT LOADING 


Loading of revenue freight the week ended April 15 totaled 
547,816 cars, according to the Association of American Rail- 
roads. This was an increase of 10,231 cars or 1.9 per cent 
above the corresponding week in 1938, but a decrease of 198,707 
cars or 25.6 per cent below the same week in 1937. 

Loading of revenue freight the week ended April 15 was 
an increase of 12,346 cars or 2.3 per cent above the preceding 
week. 

All districts except the Pocahontas, reported increases 
compared with the corresponding week in 1938. All districts 


reported decreases compared with the corresponding week in 
1937. 


1939 1938 1937 
ee at 2,302,464 2,256,717 2,714,449 
4 weeks in February’ ...........0.50. 2,297,388 2,155,536 2,763,457 
es |. ae 2,390,412 2,222,939 2,986,166 
Week ended April 1 .............0 604,241 523,489 721,229 
Week ended April 8 ................ 535,470 522,049 711,079 
Week pode’ April 15 ............6s60> 547,816 537,585 746,523 


ia acts ice Matis cals Wicd 8,677,791 8,218,315 10,642,903 
Revenue freight loading by districts the week ended April 
15 and for the corresponding period last year was reported 


as follows: 


Eastern district: Grain and grain products, 5,993 and 6,248; live 
stock, 1,032 and 1,008; coal, 20,210 and 21,981; coke, 1,687 and 1,147; 
forest products, 1,089 and 939; ore, 899 and 393; merchandise, L. C. L., 
40,306 and 38,152; miscellaneous, 59,405 and 48,264; total, 1939, 130,621; 
1938, 118,132; 1937, 173,046. 

Allegheny district: Grain and grain products, 3,426 and 3,464; live 
stock, 682 and 811; coal, 12,954 and 23,812; coke, 2,115 and 1,751; forest 
products, 682 and 702; ore, 2,543 and 1,316; merchandise, L. C. L., 26,340 
and 25,263; miscellaneous, 54,080 and 43,986; total, 1939, 102,822; 1938, 
101,105; 1937, 159,059. 


Pocahontas district: Grain and grain products, 274 and 246; live 
stock, 75 and 58; coal, 833 and 22,181; coke, 446 and 359; forest prod- 
ucts, 509 and 441; ore, 244 and 251; merchandise, L. C. L., 5,313 and 
5,347; miscellaneous, 5,764 and 5,536; total, 1939, 13,458; 1938, 34,419; 
1937, 48,438. 


Southern district: Grain and grain products, 2,236 and 2,502; live 
stock, 805 and 904; coal, 7,868 and 10,243; coke, 320 and 266; forest 
products, 9,083 and 8,478; ore, 987 and 462; merchandise, L. C. L., 
27,357 and 26,740; miscellaneous, 41,097 and 38,680; total, 1939, 89,753; 
1938, 88,275; 1937, 109,487. 


Northwestern district: Grain and grain products, 7,582 and 6,323; 
live stock, 2,093 and 2,022; coal, 4,392 and 3,082; coke, 1,020 and 408; 
forest products, 7,250 and 7,020; ore, 1,068 and 1,203; merchandise, L. 
C. L., 19,227 and 19,139; miscellaneous, 27,711 and 24,017; total, 1939, 
70,343; 1938, 63,214; 1937, 99,304. 


Central western district: Grain and grain products, 7,977 and 8,663; 
live stock, 5,304 and 4,404; coal, 6,860 and 5,227; coke, 165 and 104; 
forest products, 6,055 and 4,903; ore, 5,205 and 3,921; merchandise, L. 
C. L., 24,746 and 24,790; miscellaneous, 40,248 and 36,556; total, 1939, 
96,560; 1938, 88,568; 1937, 103,406. 


Southwestern district: Grain and grain products, 3,444 and 3,769; 
live stock, 2,492 and 2,044; coal, 1,932 and 1,488; coke, 86 and 86; forest 
products, 3,356 and 2,939; ore, 313 and 267: merchandise, L. C. L., 
10,840 and 11,291; miscellaneous, 21,796 and 21,988; total, 1939, 44,259; 
1938, 43,872; 1937, 53,783. 
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SPEEDING UP FREIGHT TRAINS 


In explanation of action taken by the board of directors of 
the Association of American Railroads authorizing tests to 
determine what improvements could be made in the construc- 
tion of railroad freight car trucks, J. J. Pelley, president of the 
association, said the purpose was to meet conditions resulting 
from increasing speed of freight trains (see Traffic World, 
April 8, p. 801). 

“Out of them,” said he, ‘are expected to result the develop- 
ment of a freight car truck that can be used on freight trains 
moving at speeds as great as the fastest passenger trains now 
being operated in the United States. 


“The railroads in recent years have made material in- 
creases in the speed with which freight is being moved over 
the rails. Due to improvements in locomotives and freight 
cars and methods of operation, the average speed of freight 
trains in 1938 was 61 per cent higher than in 1920. In many 
instances freight trains are now being operated on what were 
formerly passenger train schedules. The purposes of these 
tests will be to bring about still greater improvement in safety 
on the railroads, a continued improvement in service to the 
public by expediting still further the movement of freight, 
reduced maintenance, both to equipment and roadbed, and 
increased efficiency in operation. 


“Approximately one year will be required to complete the 
tests and the preparation of a report. 

“The road tests will be run over the Pennsylvania Rail- 
road from Altoona, Pa., to Lock Haven, Pa., a round trip dis- 
tance of 156 miles. They will be under the general direction 
of W. I. Cantley, mechanical engineer, mechanical division of 
this association. W. E. Gray, engineer of draft gear tests of the 
association, will be in direct charge of the tests. 


“Railroad freight car truck manufacturers located in vari- 
ous parts of the United States have turned over to th‘s associa- 
tion about a dozen different types of freight car trucks for 
testing purposes. Each one will be given a separate and 
thorough test under varying conditions, both as to load of cars 
and as to speed. Test runs between Altoona and Lock Haven 
will be made every other day, the intervening time between 
each run being devoted to installing the various freight car 
trucks and to making changes in the load of the cars used in 
the test runs.” 


FACTS ABOUT THE RAILROADS 


“Class I railroads in 1938 spent nearly $244,000,000 for 
fuel,” says the Association of American Railroads. 


“The number of miles of daily passenger train runs on 
the railroads throughout the United States scheduled at sixty 
miles or more per hour is now nearly 11,000 miles greater 
than in 1937. 


“Railway taxes took 9% cents out of every dollar of 
revenue in 1938. 


“Railway purchases of iron and steel products in 1938 
totaled $152,176,000, which was 58 per cent less than in 1937. 

“Taxes paid by the railroads in 1938 would have been 
sufficient to pay a full year’s wages to 183,000 railway em- 
ployes. 

“For every person killed in a highway-railroad grade 
crossing accident in 1938, there were 19,300 automobiles reg- 
istered compared with one fatality for every 6,138 automo- 
biles registered in 1921. 


“Freight car requirements to move the twenty-nine prin- 
cipal commodities in the second quarter of 1938 are expected 
to be nearly thirteen per cent greater than in the correspond- 
ing period the preceding year.” 


Revenue Freight Car Loading—Week Ended Saturday, Apri! 15 


Grain and Live 
grain prod. stock Coal 
1939 30,932 12,483 55,049 
ce eS ee re 1938 31,215 11,251 88,014 
| 1937 29,113 13,056 119,535 
Preceding week April 8........... 1939 30,218 10,528 46,451 
Per cent increase over ............ 1938 11.0 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1938 9 37.5 
Per cent increase over ........... 1937 6.2 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1937 4.4 53.9 
1939 462,892 171,033 1,728,277 
Cumulative 15 weeks to Apr. 1541938 500,781 180,524 1,572,669 
| 1937 438,584 182,219 2,277,878 
Per cent increase over ............ 1938 9.9 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1938 7.6 5.3 
Per cent increase over ........... 1937 5.5 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1937 6.1 24.1 


Per cent to 15 year average, 71.9. 


Forest Mase. 

Coke products Ore L.C. L. Miscellaneous Total 
5,839 28,024 11,259 154,129 250,101 547,816 
4,121 25,422 7,813 150,722 219,027 537,585 

10,565 36,269 35,934 173,349 327,702 746,523 
6,024 26,866 8,657 157,755 248,971 535,470 

41.7 10.2 44.1 2.3 14.2 1.9 
44.7 22.7 68.7 11.1 23.9 26.6 
106,630 388,903 129,825 2,218,713 3,471,518 8,677,791 
81,454 387,600 107,157 2,209,364 3,178,766 8,218,315 
174,942 522,493 194,062 2,476,698 4,376,027 10,642,903 
30.9 a 21.2 4 9.2 5.6 
39.0 25.6 33.1 10.4 20.7 18.5 


April 22, 1939 


I. Cc. C. APPOINTMENTS 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


The Johnson subcommittee of the Senate interstate com- 
merce committee recommended to the full committee ap- 
proval of the nominations of Commissioner Lee and J. Haden 
Alldredge to be members of the Commission and the full com- 
mittee April 20 ordered favorable reports. 

A report that Commissioner Meyer has decided to retire 
May 1 and has asked the President to release him from his 
duty that day became current soon after the President had with- 
drawn the nomination of Mr. Amlie. Commissioner Meyer 
would neither confirm nor deny the accuracy of the report. 
Nor was there confirmation or denial at the White House. 

Those who knew the views of Commissioner Meyer on the 
point of a commiss‘oner continuing to act under the law au- 
thorizing him so to do until his successor had qualified d'd not 
doubt the accuracy of the report. His friends knew he had no 
hankering for holding office by a spider web as he described 
the tenure created by the provision of the law saying a com- 
missioner should act until his successor had been named 
and qualified. Months before the end of his term he told his 
friends that, unless he was named for another term, he would 
retire and offer his services as a consultant on transportation 
matters as a practitioner. 

Withdrawal by President Roosevelt of the nomination of 
Thomas R. Amlie to be a member of the Commission was 
officially made known April 17 by the making public of Amlie’s 
letter asking the President to withdraw the nomination and of 
the President’s reply. 

The President said he, too, had once been called a Com- 
munist and that nothing had occurred to alter his belief in 
Amlie’s qualifications to serve as “a minority member” of the 
Commission. 

“A reactionary press and an unscrupulous political cabal 
immediately seized the occasion to transform the public debate 
and the Senate hearings over my confirmation into a veritable 
witchcraft trial,” said Mr. Amlie. 

The President’s letter, dated April 15, follows: 


I have your letter requesting me to withdraw your nomination as a 
member of the Interstate Commerce Commission. I am doing so shortly. 

I deeply regret that a certain type of opposition should deprive the 
Interstate Commerce Commission of one as able and as wholeheartedly 
devoted to the public service as you are. 

You and I have often differed on important issues, but I can assure 
you nothing has occurred to alter my belief in your qualifications to 
serve as a minority member of the Interstate Commerce Commission. 

Those who for political reasons have called you a Communist do not 
perhaps realize that such name-calling ill serves the democratic form 
of government which this nation as a whoie wishes to continue. 

A quarter of a century ago I, too, was called a Communist and a 
wild-eyed radical because I fought for factory inspection, for a fifty- 
four hour-a-week bill for women and children in industry and similar 
measures. You are still young and I hope that you will continue to 
work for the improvement of social and economic legislation under our 
framework of government. 


‘Because I had in the course of my eight years’ agitation 
for a permanent solution of our mass unemployment problem 
expressed doubts at times as to the ability of unregulated 
capitalism to solve this problem, I was branded as a Com- 
munist and subverter of American institutions,” said Mr. Amlie, 
in his letter to the President. 


“Because I had expressed my sympathy for the late 
Loyalist government of Spain, I was accused of being an 
accomplice in the ‘promiscuous slaughter of Christians and 
their apostles.’ Because I had at various times proposed gov- 
ernment ownership of the railroads, I was accused of wishing 
to wipe out the savings of widows and orphans.” 


Mr. Amlie said that, as the magazine “Time” had ob- 
served, “I could do the railroads no harm, and might serve 
to stir up the Interstate Commerce Commission to activity.” 


“The real explanation of the savage attack on me lies not 
in my own deeds or misdeeds, but in the political calculation 
that by branding me as a Communist and an anti-Christ, a 
real blow—a blow below the belt, to be sure, but nonetheless 
a real blow—could be struck against you, Mr. President, and 
your administration.” 


In giving his reasons why he asked withdrawal of his nom- 
ination, he said: 


The thing nearest my heart is, of course, the desire to get the 
American people to do some fundamental thinking on the problem of 
unemployment and the danger to decomracy in the economic disfran- 
chisement of 20 per cent of our population. Under other circumstances, 
I should have welcomed the high-powered publicity given to my eco- 
nomic writings in the past eight years. But a hearing and debate on 
the nomination of a minority member to the Interstate Commerce 
Commission hardly offers a free and proper forum for the discussion 
of such topics. I have felt that in justice to you, who passed only on 
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my qualification to serve as a minority member of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, I should refrain from forcing a debate on the floor 
of the Senate—where I could not myself defend my views—on the merits 


of the various economic proposals which I had advanced since I entered 
Congress in 1931. 


Mr. Amlie said he would have liked to have seen fought 
out on the Senate floor, however, “the position of my critics 
that under the Constitution, I am, of course, free to advocate 
any ideas I please, but it is grossly improper for the national 
administration to appoint me or any member of a similar 
political group to take part in the work of a governmental 
commission.” This, said he, was equivalent to setting up a 
doctrine of second-class citizenship. Full citizenship, he con- 
tinued, full participation in democracy, was to be accorded only 
to those whose ideas were acceptable to the American Liberty 
League, to the rest, only second-class citizenship.” 

“With dismal ignorance and unmitigated arrogance, the 
ee of such a doctrine speak of it as Americanism,” said 

e. 

That doctrine would have condemned Abraham Lincoln, 
Thomas Jefferson and Benjamin Franklin to second-class citi- 
zenship, said he. 

“It is because I see what it would have done to the past 
of America that I fear for the future of American democracy 
if such a doctrine is once allowed to take hold and become a 
guiding precedent,” said he. “It matters very little whether 
I serve as Interstate Commerce Commissioner, but it matters 
very much whether the leaders of the American people con- 
tinue to serve the cause of democracy.” 

Mr. Amlie said he had concluded to request that h’s nom- 
ination be withdrawn because he did not believe that there 
was any great eagerness among the members of either the 
Democratic or Republican party in the Senate to defend the 
great principle of minority representation. 

“T desire no reluctant nor apologetic champions of my posi- 
tion and I have no wish to conciliate those who cannot read 
the signs of the times,” said he. 

“The people are becoming impatient with temporizing 
measures. If unemployment is to be eliminated, if equality of 
opportunity for the average man is to be restored, and if every 
American is to be insured the right of a job, ‘radical’ measures 
are necessary.” 

Mr. Amlie told’ the President he deeply appreciated the 
confidence he had reposed in him by nominating him, all the 
more so because he had been a critic of New Deal policies. 

“Tt is unfortunate,” said he, “but not altogether surprising, 
that such a high spirit of responsible non-partisanship should 
be regarded by timid politicians as a dangerous political lia- 
bility, and by a hysterical press as a veritable trafficking with 
the devil.” 

President Roosevelt said at his press conference April 18 


he had not given thought to selection of a nominee in place 
of Mr. Amlie. 





FREIGHT COMMODITY STATISTICS 


The Commission’s Bureau of Statistics in statement No. 
Q-500 has compiled freight commodity statistics of Class I 
steam railways for the fourth quarter of 1938 in comparison 
with the same quarter in 1937; and freight commodity statis- 
tics for the four quarters ended with 1938 as compared with 
the four quarters of 1937. 

The number of tons of revenue freight originated in the 
fourth quarter was 224,106,005 in comparison with 237,107,008 
in the corresponding quarter of 1937. All commodities, other 
than animals and products, showed decreases in the last quar- 
ter of 1938 as compared with the last quarter of 1937. Animal 
and products, however, increased from 4,310,128 tons in the 
last quarter of 1937 to 4,369,276 in the last quarter of 1938. 

The number of tons of revenue freight originated in the 
four quarters of 1938 was 772,481.613 as compared with 1,015,- 
690,790 in the four quarters of 1937. In the four quarters of 
1938 the tons originated were fewer in all commodities, except 
products of agriculture, than in 1937. Products of agriculture 
in 1938 showed an increase of 6,141,648 tons over 1937! 

In statement No. 3915 the Bureau of Statistics has made a 
compilation of freight originated, freight traffic terminated, 
total freight traffic carried, and freight revenue, by classes of 
commodities and regions, for the calendar year, 1938. 

MOTOR ORDERS EFFECTIVE 

The following recommended orders have become effective 
as shown: 

MC 1504, Sub. No. 10, Atlantic Greyhound Corporation, 
extension of operations, Lexington, as of March 27; MC 21672, 
Sub. No. 1, Louis J. Des Forge, common carrier application, 
as of April 3; MC 28271, W. J. Hurst, contract carrier applica- 
tion, as of March 27; MC 34006, Sub. No. 1, Kewaunee Gold- 
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stein, extension, northern New Jersey points, as of March 23; 
MC 59658, W. A. Green, contract carrier application, as of 
March 27; MC 59681, Sub. No. 1, Dakota Transfer & Storage 
Co., extension, Devils Lake, N. D., as of March 21; MC 80717, 
Sub. No. 1, Hugh G. Hypes, extension, Illinois-southern Iowa, 
as of April 1; MC 82711, Sub. No. 1, Frank Walentuk, contract 
carrier application, as of March 28; MC 83414, Carl C. Mitchell, 
contract carrier application, as of April 3; MC 88478, Charles 
Zenli, contract carrier application, as of April 1; MC 88482, 
Virgil Leroy Crouch, common carrier application, as of March 
23; MC 89208, Ernest B. Ross, common carrier application, as 
of March 27; MC 89530, W. E. Lyman, common carrier appli- 
cation, as of March 31; MC 89614, H. C. Luman, contract car- 
rier application, as of March 29; MC 90754, Harvey Emory, 
common carrier application, as of March 15; MC 95629, Lynn 
Outka, common carrier application, as of March 29; MC 
9269, Sub. No. 1, S. S. Eland and O. E. Stewart, exten- 
sion of operations, as of April 14; MC 10257, Sub. No. 1, Fred 
Martin, extension of operations, Oregon, as of April 3; MC 
15430, Sub. No. 2, Ruben L. Jeffries, common carrier applica- 
tion, as of April 4; MC 19564, Sub. No. 3, L. C. Jones, exten- 
sion of operations, as of April 4; MC 27802, Sub. No. 1, Albert 
Buboltz, extension, California, etc., as of March 28; MC 29600, 
Sub. No. 1, Quesnal Gross and Louis Gross, extension, Wiscon- 
sin Rapids and vicinity, as of April 3; MC 29600, Sub. No. 2, 
Quesnal Gross and Louis Gross, extension, Wisconsin Rapids, 
La Crosse, Dane County, as of April 3; MC 78374, Sub. No. 1, 
Connecticut Co., extension of operations, as of April 3; MC 
87482, Sub. No. 2, Gust A. Katsilas, extension, Manor, as of 
April 3; MC 88299, Sub. No. 1, W. C. McQuaide, extension New 
York and other points, as of April 4; MC 88363; Joseph Her- 
bert Maidl, contract carrier application, as of April 3; MC 
88697, Charles E. Mandot, contract carrier application, as of 
April 3; MC 89211, Robert Shurtlieff, common carrier applica- 
tion, as of April 4; MC 89365, John Lawton Thomas, contract 
carrier application, as of April 3; MC 89535, W. W. Boyce, dba 
Ace Cartage Co., common carrier application, as of April 4; 
MC 89591, Leo J. Wherry, common carrier application, as of 
April 4; MC 89656, Alex S. Schreiner, contract carrier applica- 
tion, as of April 4; MC 89761, E. W. Moen and D. S. Leick, com- 
mon carrier application, as of April 4; MC 90881, Clyde H. 
Fuller, common carrier application, as of April 3; MC 90889, 
De Witt C. Fyffe, common carrier application, as of April 3; 
MC 92407, Bernadette Monaghan, common carrier application, 
as of April 3; MC 93041, O’Reilly Motor Van Co., Inc., common 
carrier application, as of April 3; MC 93069, J. R. Pallas, com- 
mon carrier application, as of April 4; MC 93076, Earl E. Edler, 
common carrier application, as of April 4; MC 93112, Howard 
Jensen, common carrier application, as of April 4; MC 94395, 
Mike Shuman, common carrier application, as of April 3; MC 
94466, Edward Harbick, common carrier application, as of 
April 3; MC 94578, Alfred Shriner, common carrier application, 
as of April 4; MC 94663, H. C. Schoolfield, common carrier 
application, as of April 3; MC 94710, Jack Hawthorne, common 
carrier application, as of April 3; MC 94920, Anthony Musto, 
common carrier application, as of April 3; MC 95153, Arthur 
William Knight, common carrier application, as of April 3; 
MC 95210, William F. Bantz, common carrier application, as of 
April 3; MC 95425, Mrs. J. A. Maloney, common carrier appli- 
cation, as of April 3; MC 86787, Sub. No. 1, Sherman Floistad, 
extension of operations, Nelsonville-Aprin, as of April 6; MC 
89476, William M. Raymond, contract carrier application, as of 
April 6; MC 90010, Martin Adamek, common carrier application, 
as of April 6; MC 90794, Irving Louis Feldman, common carrier 
application, as of April 6; MC 92601, Clem M. Temple, com- 
mon carrier application, as of April 6; MC 93734, Emil L. 
Busk, common carrier application, as of April 6; MC 94066, 
A. A. Curry, contract carrier application, as of April 6; MC 
94590, Heman L. Price, common carrier application, as of April 
6; MC 94764. Virgil Wimp, common carrier application, as of 
April 6; MC 95131, Earl Sweet, common carrier application, as of 
April 6; MC 6945, National Transit Corporation, common carrier 
application, as of April 6; MC 13145, Sub. No. 1, Loren Ward, 
extension of operations, Hamilton and Steubenville, O., as of 
April 10; MC 18017, Sub. No. 1, Jack G. Tatelman, contract 
carrier application, as of April 7; MC 39211, Sub. No. 2, Ohio 
Bus Line Co., extension of operations, Greenhills, as of April 
7; MC 40719, Sub. No. 1, H. R. King, extension of operations, 
as of April 10; MC 43268, Sub. No. 2, Western Truck Lines, 
Ltd., live stock extension, as of April 7; MC 44332, Coast 
Transit, Inc., common carrier application, as of April 11; MC 
50163, Sub. No. 1, Henry Douglas, common carrier application, 
as of April 7; MC 58921, Sub. No. 1, Joyce Willis, extension of 
operations, Washington, as of April 7; MC 67244, Sub. No. 1, 
J. E. Ulsena, extension of operations, as of April 10; MC 86953, 
Merton C. McGrew, dba College Place Bus Line, common car- 
rier application, as of March 2; MC 88591, V. W. Hayden, com- 
mon carrier application, as of April 11; MC 89307, Thomas Wie- 
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man, common carrier application, as of April 6; MC 89546, 
Emery S. Sharp, common carrier application, as of April 11; 
MC 90827, Thomas V. Flanagan and Michael J. Marnane, com- 
mon carrier application, as of April 7; MC 90920, John Gerbasi, 
common carrier application, as of April 7; MC 91246, W. H. 
Hyatt and Haskell Hyatt, common carrier application, as of 
April 11; MC 92228, Samuel W. Rose, contract carrier applica- 
tion, as of April 7; MC 93725, Robert J. Bailey, common car- 
rier application, as of April 7; MC 93737, Mathias Manger, 
common carrier application, as of April 7; MC 93881, Louis 
Siegal, common carrier application, as of April 7; MC 95026, 
Elmer Snoddy, common carrier application, as of April 7; MC 
95167, Borough Express, Inc., common carrier application, as 
of April 6; MC 95227, Harry Wahnish, contract carrier applica- 
tion, as of April 7; MC 95726, E. L. Fitzgerald, contract carrier 
application, as of April 7. 


MOTOR ORDERS STAYED 


The Commission, by division 5, has stayed until its further 
order the recommended orders made in the following motor 
carrier cases: 

MC 31440 Sub. No. 2, Maine Central Transportation 
Company, extension, Bangor-Mattawamkeag; MC 31440 Sub. 
No. 3, Maine Central Transportation Co., extension Stockton, 
Springs-Ellsworth; MC 72224, Lennerton Motor Transportation, 
Inc., common carrier application; MC 95561, William Eveland, 
common carrier application; MC F-703, Eastern Michigan 
Transportation Corporation, control, Eastern Michigan Motor- 
buses and Great Lakes Motor Bus Co.; MC F-704, Greyhound 
Corporation, control, Eastern Michigan Motorbuses; MC F-705, 
Greyhound Corporation, issuance of stock; MC F-706, Eastern 
Michigan Motorbuses, merger, Great Lakes Motor Bus Co. 


TEMPORARY MOTOR OPERATION 

In MC F-812, Leonard J. Russell, purchase, F. C. Calhoun, 
the Commission, by division 5, has authorized, for a period not 
exceeding 180 days, temporary lease of operating rights of F. C. 
Calhoun, of Torrington, Wyo., by Leonard J. Russell, dba L. J. 
Russell Transportation Co., at a total rental not exceeding $20 
a month. 

In MC F-816, Clarence F. Duran, purchase, Raymond L. 
Sargent, the Commission, by division 5, has authorized, for a 
period not exceeding 180 days, temporary lease of operating 
rights and property of Raymond L. Sargent, of Bangor, Me., 
dba Sargent’s Motor Lines, by Clarence F. Duran, dba Border 
Express, at a rental of $100 a month. 


TRUCK LOADINGS 

In March, 210 motor carriers, operating in 38 states, ac- 
cording to reports made to the American Trucking Associa- 
tions, Inc., carried 896,324 tons of freight as compared with 
743,935 tons in February, 1939, and 726,331 tons in March last 
year. The 1936 monthly average of the A. T. A. is 753,340 tons, 
and the index number, 118.98. The loading in March repre- 
sented an increase of 18.9 per cent over the 1936 average; an 
increase of 20.5 per cent over February, 1939, and an increase 
of 23.4 per cent over March last year. 


CENTRAL STATES MOTOR RATES 


The Commission, by division 5, has reopened for reconsid- 
eration Ex Parte MC 21, central territory motor carrier rates, 
so far as its order of August 3, 1938, prescribes rates on alco- 
holic liquors, minimum 15,000 and 20,000 pounds, from Law- 
renceburg, Ind., to Canton, Cleveland, Cincinnati, Columbus 
and Toledo, O., and Detroit, Mich. The reopening is on peti- 
tion of Cleveland, Columbus & Cincinnati Highway, Inc. That 
company asked for modification of prescribed minima. 

Coincident with the reopening, the Commission changed 
the date of compliance with the order of August 3 from April 
15 to June 15 so far as liquor minima were concerned. 

The Commission, by order in that same case, has cor- 
rected typographical errors or omissions in the second supple- 
mental report of March 7, 1939. 


MOTOR ACT PROSECUTIONS 


A preliminary injunction has been issued in the federal 
court at Boise, Ida., restraining Burl N. Emmett, of Kendrick, 
Ida., from transporting property in interstate commerce for 
compensation until he shall have filed proper rates and until 
he shall have filed evidence of the required insurance coverage, 
according to a statement by Secretary Bartel. The defendant 
did not appear in opposition to the issuance of the writ. The 
complaint, the statement said, charged Emmett with trans- 
porting property for compensation between Washington and 
Idaho points. A criminal information, according to the state- 
ment, is also pending in the same court charging that the de- 
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fendant operated without authority and without proper tariffs. 
Kendrick Bean Grower’s Association, continued the statement, 
was charged in the information with aiding and abetting 
Emmett in the commission of the alleged offenses. 

Judge Sweeney, in the federal court at Boston, Mass., has 
laid a fine of $500 on Morris Kravetz, a motor-common carrier, 
on his plea of guilty to an information accusing him with giv- 
ing concession to various shippers as to shipments between New 
York and Boston, according to a statement by Secretary Bartel. 
In addition to the fine the court issued a permanent injunction 
forbidding Kravetz, who operates as Kravet’s Express, from 
Chelsea, Mass., to grant concessions. Kravetz was also placed 
on probation for one year. 


ANTI-JOINT RATE RESOLUTION 


East Texas Motor Freight Lines and other motor carriers 
operating in the territory of the Kansas City Southern and 
its motor transport company are trying to get before the Com- 
mission, in a formal manner, the resolution adopted by the 
Association of American Railroads, June 25, 1937, to the effect 
that it was not desirable for railroads to enter into through 
route and joint rate arrangements with motor carriers in in- 
stances when that would result in the invasion of the territory 
of another railroad. They have asked the Commission to re- 
open MC 61438, application of the Kansas City Southern Trans- 
port Co., Inc., for a certificate to operate as a common carrier, 
on the ground that they have newly discovered evidence to 
put into the record. 

The newly discovered evidence they desire to offer is the 
resolution adopted by the railroad association. They argue 
that the Commission, by division 5, in reaching the conclusion 
that it should grant a certificate did so on the ground, among 
others, that such an arrangement as the railroad and its trans- 
port company proposed “would not be in restraint of trade’; 
also that it was a service which could not be furnished “ef- 
fectively and well, except through use of the applicant’s 
facilities.” 

The truck lines, interveners in the proceeding, said they 
believed that in view of the “newly discovered evidence” and 
that in view of the investigation of the matter now being made 
by the Department of Justice this case should be reopened for 
further hearing and “that the Commission, along with the in- 
terveners herein, cooperate in ascertaining the truth, nature 
and existence of the alleged conspiracy herein set forth on be- 
half of the Association of American Railroads.” 

The interveners further asserted that they had valuable 
franchises and property rights at stake and that failure and re- 
fusal of the Commission to act as requested would, “seriously 
impair and prejudice the lawful rights of these interveners.” 
They therefore ask that the Commission set aside the orders 
of division 5 and assign this proceeding for further hearing and 
investigation in reference to the subject matter herein con- 
tained ‘“‘and its effect on the feasibility and practicability of co- 
ordinated rail and truck service over the routes and ‘to the 
points herein concerned.” 

Answering the application of the truck lines, J. G. Luhr- 
sen, executive secretary of the Railway Labor Executives’ Asso- 
ciation, who asked the Commission to deny the petition of the 
truck lines, said that it was elementary that no reopening 
of this case could be justified unless such newly discovered 
evidence, if proved, would materially affect or change the de- 
cision already rendered by the Commission. He said there was 
evidence before the Commission that the coordination proposed 
by the petitioners would not be practical or to the public in- 
terest for the reason that it would compel the railroad to di- 
vulge to competing motor carriers the source and destination 
of all freight handled in such coordinated service; that no one 
motor carrier could perform the entire service; and that com- 
plications existed with respect to schedules, agreements on 
through rates, terminal facilities, clerical work, adjustment of 
claims, etc. 

The association, Mr. Luhrsen said, averred that the grounds 
on which the petitioners relied were wholly irrelevant to the 
issues in this case. He said the best proof the petitioners could 
hope to make if the case were reopened would be the existence 
of the agreement complained of, the fact that it was against 
public policy and that it was a conspiracy which might be con- 
sidered in restraint of trade. 

Assuming these facts to be established, what could the 
Commission do about it in this case, asked Mr. Luhrsen. The 
most it could do, said he, would be to hold that the agreement 
was null and void, against public policy, that it would not 
recognize the agreement as having any effect and proceed to 
decide the case as though no such agreement existed. The case, 
he said, had already been decided as if no such agreement ex- 
isted for the reason that the Commission was without knowl- 
edge of its existence. It was apparent therefore, said he, that 
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proof of the existence of the agreement was entirely irrelevant 
to the issue in the case. 

The association, said Mr. Luhrsen, alleged that proof of 
the existence of the alleged agreement could in no way justify 
any change in the decision already made. 


MEMBERSHIP IN CONFERENCES 


The Maritime Commission, April 19, heard arguments by 
Joseph B. McKeon and Chalmers G. Graham on exceptions 
to the proposed report of Examiner Robert M. Furniss in Nos. 
503, 504, and 505, Hind, Rolph & Co., Inc., et al. vs. Compagnie 
Generale Transatlantique (French Line) et al. In these cases 
the examiner recommended that the commission find that de- 
fendant’s refusal to admit complainant, Brodin Line, to mem- 
bership in the Capca Freight Conference, West Coast Central 
America, Mexico-North Pacific Northbound Conference, and/or 
Pacific-West Coast of South America Conference while at the 
same time binding practically all the shippers in the trades 
to exclusive patronage contracts, had resulted in unjust dis- 
criminatton, was unfair as between complainants and de- 
fendants, and subjected complainants to undue and unreason- 
able prejudice and disadvantage. The examiner also said that 
if defendants did not admit Brodin Line to full and equal mem- 
bership in the conferences, consideration should be given to 
the question of issuing an order disapproving the conference 
eg Nos. 6170, 3591 and 4630 (see Traffic World, March 
11, p. 554). 

Mr. McKeon, on behalf of the complainant, argued that 
steamship lines operating within conferences could not exclude 
from membership therein another carrier, or preclude that 
carrier from obtaining cargo in the trade by entering into 
exclusive patronage contracts with shippers and receivers of 
cargo on. the affected trade route. Mr. McKeon charged that 
the actions of defendants were unlawful and in violation of 
shiping statutes as well as the Sherman anti-trust act, inasmuch 
as the conference agreements and exclusive patronage contracts 
tended to stifle competition and prevent other carriers from 
entering into the conference. He said that if the Brodin Line 
were admitted to the conference it would operate in conformity 
with all the requirements of the conference, in exchange for 
a fair share of the traffic. 

Arguing for the defendants, Mr. Graham said that refusal 
to admit complainant to membership in the conferences was 
based on the fact that Brodin Line could not comply with the 
conference agreements, and that it had not been regularly 
engaged in the trade. Mr. Graham agreed with Commissioner 
Woodward, as well as with Mr. McKeon, that the main ques- 
tion involved in the case was whether denial of membership 
and maintenance of exclusive pa¥ronage contracts, which to- 
gether prevented complainants from entering the trades, was 
violative of shipping laws. 


NO GOVERNMENT HIRING HALLS 


If shipping commissioners who are part of the Department 
of Commerce, “are at present maintaining hiring halls it is the 
intention of the Department of Commerce to discontinue this 
practice,” according to a letter written by Secretary Hopkins 
to Harry Lundeberg, secretary-treasurer of the Sailors’ Union 
of the Pacific. In addition Secretary Hopkins told Mr. Lunde- 
berg, “our shipping commissioners’ offices will not be used as 
hiring halls for any one.” 

But Secretary Hopkins told the representative of the union 
that ‘we shall abide by the provisions of the law under which 
we operate, which makes it optional whether a seaman register 
for employment with the shipping: commissioner or not.” Fur- 
ther the secretary told Mr. Lundeberg “we do not intend to 
allow the shipping commissioners to solicit seamen to register 
on a shipping commissioner’s list.” 

These assurances by Secretary Hopkins are the outcome of 
ten days of conference between him and the representative 
of the sailors’ union with regard to the Maritime Commission’s 
idea that seamen on government-owned merchant ships be 
shipped through the offices of the shipping commissioners who 
are part of the Bureau of Marine Inspection and Navigation 
of the Department of Commerce. The Maritime Commission 
has held the view that seamen on government-owned and op- 
erated ships were in effect government employes and that it 
could not discriminate in favor of members of the unions by 
shipping men through the hiring halls of the unions. 

The Maritime Commission has dispatched telegrams to 
leaders of west coast maritime unions, standing pat on its 
assertion that it had not made and did not intend to make any 
agreement with any one to obtain crews for its ships through 
any “hiring halls.” The ships referred to in the telegrams were 
those owned by and operated for the account of the Maritime 
Commission and did not include those chartered to private 
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operators or those which were privately owned and operated, 
receiving an operating-differential subsidy. 

The telegrams were sent in response to inquiries from 
some of the west coast leaders as to whether the commission 
had agreed with Harry Lundeberg, secretary-treasurer of the 
Sailors’ Union of the Pacific, to use the hiring halls of that 
union, and declared that the commission “has not made and does 
not intend to make any agreement with any one to obtain crews 
for its ships through any “hiring halls.” In addition to Mr. 
Lundeberg, telegrams were sent to Bruce Hannon, secretary- 
treasurer of the Maritime Federation of the Pacific, and A. E. 
Harding, secretary of the Washington District Council No. 1, 
Maritime Federation of the Pacific. 


The telegram sent by Chairman Land to Mr. Lundeberg, 
follows: 


Following telegrams received: ‘‘Please affirm or deny statements 
made by Lundeberg that seamen will be hired through SUP hall for 
ships to be placed on Seattle Oriental run. If this is true does it mean 
firemen through MFOW and cooks and stewards through MC & § hall? 
Please confirm Maritime Federation of the Pacific, Bruce Hannon, 
secretary-treasurer. ‘‘Request information immediately by wire on Lun- 
deberg’s position on government hiring halls. Is it true that Lundeberg 
has concluded an agreement with Maritime Commission whereby sea- 
men for Maritime Commission ships will not be hired through govern- 
ment hiring halls or shipping commissioners but that such crews will 
be dispatched through West Coast Union hiring halls. A. E. Harding, 
secretary, Washington District Council No. 1, Maritime Federation of 
the Pacific.’’ The following reply was sent, ‘‘replying your telegram 15. 
Maritime Commission has never obtained crews for its vessels through 
any ‘hiring hall’ and has not made and does not intend to make any 
agreement with anyone to obtain crews for its ships through any ‘hir- 
ing halls.’ Where crew replacements are necessary selections will con- 
tinue to be made by the master from register which shipping commis- 
sioner is required by law to maintain, without discrimination by reason 
of membership or non-membership in any organization.”’ 


RATES ON WHISKEY 


The Intercoastal Steamship Freight Association has asked 
the Maritime Commission to suspend or reject the tariff filed 
by Flood Lines, Inc., covering rates on whiskey for shipment 
from Baltimore to the Pacific coast on the chartered steamer, 
Walter D. Munson. The rates filed by Flood Lines are to be- 
come effective April 24 (see Traffic World, April 15, p. 863). 

Criticizing the tariff, the association, in its protest said, 
among other things, that the tariff was silent with respect to 
marine insurance, “and as the law imposes upon the carrier 
the obligation to show all rates and charges for or in connec- 
tion with transportation, the assumption is that marine insur- 
ance is included in the rate named.” It said that the conference 
tariff specifically provides that the rates named do not include 
insurance, adding that “the commission cannot escape the con- 
clusion that the proposed tariff affords transportation substan- 
tially cheaper than the tariffs observed by the common carrier 
members of this association.” 

The petition asked whether the vessel was to be used in 
transporting lumber to the east under rates lower than those 
named by other carriers in the trade. 

“Has there been a tariff filed to cover any such return trip 
of this vessel,’”’ asks the petition, “or is it to be assumed that 
the vessel is to be operated for the return trip under some kind 
of a charter to be claimed not under your jurisdiction? In view 
of the fact that your commission has not yet issued any deci- 
sion in the several cases pending before it regarding the re- 
sponsibilities of, and legal liabilities in connection with so-called 
charter movements, it appears that this is a phase of the situa- 
tion which would be carefully considered and investigated by 
your commission before permitting the tariff under considera- 
tion to go into effect.” 

C. Y. Roberts, chairman of the Gulf Intercoastal Confer- 
ence, has filed protest with the Maritime Commission against 
the granting of short notice to Flood Lines, Inc., to establish 
rates on alcoholic liquors, alleging that such action will jeopard- 
ize the intercoastal rate structure and that filing of these rates 
is a make-shift arrangement to defeat the lawful rate. 

The commission April 21 refused to suspend rates on alco- 
holic liquors from Philadelphia and Baltimore to Pacific coast 
ports published in Flood Lines tariff, effective April 24. 





PROPOSED WATER RATES SUSPENDED 


The Maritime Commission has suspended until August 15 
the proposed initial establishment of class and commodity 
rates and rules and regulations relating thereto, between Bal- 
timore, Md., and Philadelphia, Pa., or Camden, N. J., published 
in Baltimore-Trenton Line, Inc., Tariff U.S.M.C. No. 1, to 
become effective April 15. The rates were protested by the 
Ericsson Line, Inc., and the Middle Atlantic States Motor 
Carriers’ Conference (see Traffic World, April 8, p. 806) 

The Baltimore-Trenton Line, Inc., according to the com- 
mission, is about to engage in operations between the before- 
mentioned ports over the route comprising Patapsco River, 
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upper Chesapeake Bay, Elk River, Back River, Chesapeake and 
Delaware Canal, and the Delaware River, the same route now 
being used by the Ericsson Line. 

The proposed class rates, it said, were substantially 10 
per cent lower and the commodity rates, with exceptions, uni- 
formly one cent a hundred pounds lower than the rates of 
Ericsson. The protestants, it said, contended that the estab- 
lishment of the lower rates via the Baltimore-Trenton Line 
would force a renewal of the rate war between the water lines 
and motor carriers operating between the named ports. 

The Maritime Commission has assigned the proceeding, No. 
518, Baltimore-Trenton Lines, Inc., rates, for hearing May 1, 
at Baltimore, Md., before Examiner John A. Russell. 


OVERSEAS PASSENGER TRAFFIC 


United States vessels earned $37,000,000 from overseas 
passenger traffic in 1938, the same as in 1937, despite a 10 
per cent decrease in the number of passengers, according to the 
Department of Commerce. 

The passenger revenue report, prepared by the finance 
division, Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Commerce, at- 
tributes this showing to the increased revenues from traffic to 
the Caribbean area and from cruise travel which more than 
offset a decline in revenues from trans-Atlantic and trans- 
Pacific traffic. 

Revenues of foreign vessels from the carriage of pas- 
sengers between the United States and overseas countries de- 
creased in 1938 to $112,000,000 as compared with $125,000,000 
in 1937. The combined revenues of United States and foreign 
vessels were reduced to $149,000,000 in 1938 from $162,000,000 
the preceding year. The share of United States lines in these 
aggregate earnings increased from 23 per cent in 1937 to 25 
per cent in 1938, while the share of foreign lines decreased 
from 77 per cent to 75 per cent. 

Out of the $37,000,000 in revenues received by United 
States ships from passengers traveling to and from overseas 
last year, $28,000,000 came from travelers living in this coun- 
try while the remaining $9,000,000 came from residents of 
foreign countries. The breakdown of the $112,000,000 earning 
figure credited to foreign ships shows that $83,000,000 of th's 
sum came from travelers resident in the United States and 
$29,000,000 from foreign travelers. 

Net payments by this country to foreigners for passenger 
services, the difference between receipts of domestic lines from 
foreigners and payments to foreign lines by the United States 
residents, were estimated at $74,000,000. This figure is $14,- 
000,000 less than the $88,000,000 net payment by the United 
States in 1937. 





SCHOOL SLATES, ETC., BY WATER 


Examiner C. W. Robinson, of the Maritime Commission, in 
a proposed report in No. 501, S. H. Kress & Co. vs. Neder- 
landsch Amerikaansche Stoomvaart Maatschappij ‘Holland- 
Amerika Lijn” and Pacific-Atlantic Steamship Co. “Quaker 
Line,” has recommended that the commission find that de- 
fendants’ failure to have through rates on school slates and 
Christmas tree ornaments from Rotterdam, Holland, to Pacific 
coast ports via Baltimore, Md., was not shown to be unlawful. 
He has proposed dismissal of the complaint. 

The complaint alleged that on shipments of the commodi- 
ties mentioned from Rotterdam to Pacific coast ports, trans- 
shipped at Baltimore, defendants assessed local port-to-port 
rates in the absence of through rates; that the rates were 
higher than the through rates via other lines in the trade; 
and that the rates were unjust, unreasonable, and unduly preju- 
dicial and discriminatory. Reparation as well as lawful rates 
for the future were requested. 

The report said that there was nothing in the record to 
indicate that the merchandise was transported by defendants 
in a manner contrary to complainant’s instructions. Under the 
c'rcumstances, it said, defendants rightly issued local bills of 
lading and assessed port-to-port rates, and since there had 
been no showing whatever that the port-to-port rates from 
Baltimore to the Pacific coast were or had been unreasonable, 
there was no basis for reparation or for different rates for the 
future. The examiner said there was no testimony that com- 
plainant encountered competition from shipments moving via 
Holland America Line’s direct service, and furthermore, the 
transportation characteristics were dissimilar. Complainant, 
he said, had failed to prove a violation of section 16 or of sec- 
tion 17 of the shipping act, 1916. 


M. C. CASES REOPENED 


The Maritime Commission has reopened for further con- 
sideration and for further hearing, No. 478, Pacific American 
Fisheries, Inc., vs. American-Hawaiian Steamship Co. et al., and 
No. 490, Bellingham, Wash., terminal facilities, at dates and 
places to be hereafter fixed. 





April 22, 1939 


OCEAN RATE WAR? 
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The Swedish-American-Mexican Line, the American Scantic 
Line, and the Trans-Atlantic Steamship Company, members of 
the United States-Baltic Freight Conference, April 18 withdrew 
their resignations from the conference on the basis of an agree- 
ment that they should be left free to meet rates maintained 
by independent competitors in the Scandinavian-Baltic trade. 

On this understanding tariff rates hitherto maintained by 
the conference would be left open to the discretion of the indi- 
vidual carriers, while existing contract rates would be retained 
subject to adjustment. It is said that, under the agreement, 
this will leave the three lines that had previously filed their 
resignations from the conference free to meet competition 
started by the Thorden Line. 

The contention of the latter line is that the conference lines 
have had ample opportunity to meet its rates by granting its 
application for membership in the conference. The Thorden 
Line ships are of Finnish registry. 

As a result of a complaint by the Thorden Line, the Mari- 
time Commission recently ordered an investigation into the 
practices of the lines and their refusal to admit the Finnish 
company to membership in the conference. The latter company 
says it will continue its policy of offering shippers rate in- 
ducements under the contracts of the conference carriers, 


and the present outlook is that there is likely to be a lively 
rate war. 


PORT AUTHORITY BLAMED 


The Traffic World New York Bureau 


The failure of the Port Authority of New York to develop 
a comprehensive plan for rail facilities, including a freight 
tunnel under New York harbor, was put down as “disastrously” 
affecting New York, in a report by R. G. Tugwell, chairman 
of the City Planning Commission. The harbor is still a source 
of trouble and probiems in spite of its natural advantages and 
improvements that have been made, it is stated, but this is 
“because its railway feeders have been neglected. This was 
the conclusion of the New York-New Jersey Port and Harbor 
Development Commission whose report and recommendations 
made in 1920 led to the creation of the New York Port Au- 
thority. The purpose in setting up the authority was to bring 
about the unification of the railroads serving the port and to 
end the wasteful duplication of efforts and investments which 
add to the cost of handling goods in the harbor and in the 
metropolitan area.” The report said that the authority did 
develop a plan but that it was never carried out. 

“Failing to secure an agreement with competing railroads 
for the joint use of terminal facilities, the Port Authority has 
devoted most of its efforts to the development of vehicular 
tunnels and bridges and an inland freight terminal in Man- 
hattan,” it was said. It is pointed out that the Pennsylvania 
Railroad does not have a franchise permitting it to bring freight 
into Manhattan through its tunnel and that the New York 
Central “enjoys a monopolistic advantage in the that borough 
while the Pennsylvania and the Long Island Railroad possess 
similar advantage in Brooklyn and Queens.” 


WAR RISK MARINE INSURANCE 


The Traffic World New York Bureau 


With a growing feeling that a European war is imminent 
marine underwriters of war risks announced on April 15 that 
new rates had gone into effect. Most of the changes made 
are upward, but the rate on exports to the United Kingdom 
and the continent of Europe, excluding Germany, Baltic ports, 
Mediterranean, Black Sea, Spain and Spanish possessions, 
from Atlantic and Gulf ports has been reduced from three- 
quarters per cent to one-half per sent. 

Previously for some days the rates on exports from the 
Atlantic and Gulf ports to the Mediterranean and Baltic ports 
had been higher than the rates on imports. Imports and export 
rates under the recent order have now been made the same, 
but the rates on ships under foreign flags are higher than on 
ships under the American flag. 

Rates on imports and exports from or to Baltic ports, ex- 
cluding German ports, are both now 1% per cent under the 
foreign flag and 1% per cent under the American flag. 

With regard to shipments to or from Mediterranean ports, 
excluding Italy and Italian possessions, Spain and Spanish 
possessions, and Gibraltar, rates are 1% per cent under foreign 
flags and 1% per cent under the American flag. 

From or to Black Sea ports the rates are 1% per cent un- 
der foreign flags and 1% per cent under the American flag. 

On exports from Pacific ports of North, Central or South 
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America rates are now one-quarter per cent higher than those 
above quoted. 

Rates between the United States, Canada, the West Indies, 
South and Central America and Mexico (Atlantic, Gulf and 
Pacific coasts) and the Far East have been increased, in some 
cases as much as 200 or 300 per cent. Between these ports 
and Africa, South and East, via Cape, the rate under foreign 
flags has been increased from one-eighth per cent to one-half 
per cent and under the American flag from one-eighth per 
cent to three-eights per cent. 

Shipments to and from Germany, Italy and possessions 


and Spain (Mediterranean), rates are quoted only on appli- 
cation. 





M. C. DRYDOCK FACILITIES 
A bill, H. R. 5787, to provide for acquisition at Seattle, 
Wash., of drydock facilities for the Maritime Commission and 
authorizing an appropriation of $1,000,000 for that purpose, has 
been introduced by Representative Magnuson, of Washington. 


FOREIGN TRADE ZONE GRANT REVOKED 


On petition of the Department of State Docks and Ter- 
minals of Alabama, the Foreign Trade Zones Board has re- 
voked the grant issued to that department’s predecessor, the 
Alabama State Docks Commission, authorizing the establish- 
ment, operation, and maintenance of a foreign-trade zone at 
Mobile, Ala. The Foreign-Trade Zones Board, Department of 
Commerce, has requested that the certificate evidencing the 
grant, designated as zone No. 2, be returned to it. 


CABBAGE BY WATER 


The Louisville & Nashville Railroad and the Mobile & Ohio 
Railroad have requested the Maritime Commission to suspend 
a rate of 60 cents a 100 pounds on vegetables, viz., cabbage, in 
crates, estimated weight 85 pounds a crate, carload, minimum 
weight 170,000 pounds, from Mobile, Ala., to Philadelphia, Pa., 
Hoboken, N. J., as published in item 2248, page 2 of supplement 
3 to Pan-Atlantic Steamship Corporation, USMC 29, effective 
April 23. 


110 YEARS AGO rr wis consiperen “Quine 
THE “THING” FOR’ ENGLISH “SWELLS” To DRIVE IN THEI2 
OINN STEAM CARRIAGES WHEN TRAVELLING FROM SECTION 
TO SECTION $ EVEN THE AUGUST DUKE OF WELLINGTON 
HAD HIS BAROUCHE DRAWN BY A STEAM WAGON —— 
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Questions and Answers 


N this column will be answered questions of both legal and practical 
nature that confront persons dealing with traffic. A specialist on inter- 
state commerce law, who is a member of our special service department, 
will give his opinion in answer to any simple question relating to the law 
of interstate transportation of freight. The same man, with long experience 
and wide knowledge, will answer questions relating to practical traffic prob- 


lems. We do not desire to take the place of the traffic man but to help him 
in his work. 


The right is reserved to refuse to answer in this column any question, 
legal or traffic, that it may appear to us unwise to answer or that involves a 
situation too complex for the kind of investigation herein contemplated. If a 
more comprehensive answer to a question is desired than is thought proper for 
this column, the department will answer it by letter for a reasonable charge. 


No attention will be paid to anonymous communications or questions 
from nonsubscribers. 


Address Questions and Answers Department, 
Traffic Service Corporation, Earle Building, Washington, D. C. 
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Motor Carriers—C. O. D. Collections—Division of 


Massachusetts.—Question: I would appreciate your as- 
sistance on the following problem: 

A C. O. D. shipment moves from A to B to ultimate des- 
tination C. It is transported by one common carrier from A 
to B, where it is turned over to a second common carrier, which 
has concurred in the tariffs of the first carrier, for line haul 
and delivery at destination. 

A C.O.D. charge is assessed by the first carrier in originally 
receiving and billing the shipment. The second carrier makes 
one of two claims; either he has the right to assess his own 
C. O. D. fee, thus causing the consignee to pay a double fee, 
and one not in accordance with the tariff on which the ship- 
ment was tendered and received, or he has the right to retain 
the entire fee as as originally assessed by the first carrier. 

Is there any Commission or court precedent for determining 
the disposition between the two participating carriers, of the 
C. O. D. charge? 

Answer: The assessment of a C. O. D. charge in excess of 
that provided for by the applicable tariff is an overcharge and 
therefore unlawful. 

Where a motor carrier is shown as a participating carrier 
in the tariff of another carrier, under proper occurrence, the 
participating carrier may not lawfully retail the entire amount 
of the C. O. D. charge, where the charge covers a joint service 
rendered by the issuing carrier and the participating carrier. 

In the event the motor carriers are unable to agree upon 
the division of a joint rate or charge, the Interstate Commerce 
Commission will, under paragraph (f) of Section 216 of the 
Motor Carrier Act, 1935, upon complaint, prescribe the just, 


reasonable and equitable division thereof to be received by 
the several carriers. 


Tariff Interpretation—Classification Exception Rating Versus 
Classification Proper Rating 


IHinois.—Question: I wish you would give me your opinion 
on the following ratings: 

National Motor Freight Classification No. 3: 

Item 14, page 205—Rubber; scrap tires—4th class. 


Item 5, page 27, supplement 7—Tires, rubber, pneumatic, old, used, 
having value only for repair—4th class. 


Item 6, page 27, supplement 7—Tires, rubber; pneumatic or solid, 
N. O. I.—2nd class. 


Central Motor Freight Association Freight Tariff No. 4: 
Item 6820, supplement 73—Tire, rubber, pneumatic, or parts, L. 
T. L., viz.: Tires, loose or in packages—3rd class or 70. 


Does Item 6820 of the exceptions, which provides a third 
class rating, take precedence over the fourth class rates quoted 
above on scrap and used tires? It is my interpretation that, 
due to the fact that the exception rating does not insist on an 
= O. I. in the National Motor Freight Classification basis, it 

oes. 

Answer: While we are unable to locate decisions of the 
Commission in which the question has been at issue, it is our 
opinion that inasmuch as the rating published in Item 6820 of 
Central Motor Freight Association Freight Tariff No. 4 is 
broad enough in its application to include scrap tires as well as 
new tires, this rating must be applied even ‘though a lower rat- 
ing 4 provided for in National Motor Freight Classification 

o. 3. 

In this connection, see the decision in Ferer & Sons vs. 
Belt Railway Co. of Chicago, 151 I. C. C. 197, on page 198 
of which decision the Commission states that with respect to 
cotton batting no distinction is made in the classification be- 
tween new and old or used cotton batting, but that from the 
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standpoint of value the old or used batting should take rates 
lower than maximum reasonable rates on the net batting. 


Routing and Misrouting—Meaning of Term “Care of” 


Kentucky.—Question: A and B operate a joint terminal, 
and each does its own switching in connection with a line haul. 
A shipment consigned to an industry which takes team track 
delivery in the joint terminal was routed “A” care “B.” 

There would be no point in A giving the car to B at des- 
tination, since their delivery is the same. A could have given 
the car to B at another interchange point, thus making it pos- 
sible for the consignee to have B delivery. It is evident that 
the shipper intended for B to handle the car, but B could not 
do so unless given a line haul. 

What is your interpretation of “care?” 

Answer: In its decision in Watters-Tonge Lumber Co. vs. 
Manistee & R. R. Co., 167 I. C. C. 455, the Commission states 
that it is well settled that where the only routing instruction 
given is the designation of a particular carrier, this must be 
taken as an expression of the shipper’s desire that such carrier 
will participate in the line haul movement. See, also, Armour 
Fertilizer Works vs. Central Railroad Co. of New Jersey, 136 
I. C. C. 525, and Hector Lumber Co. vs. Chicago, M. & St. P. 
Ry. Co., 112 I. C. C. 418. Under these decisions the “B’” Com- 
pany should have been given a line haul. 


Tariff Interpretation—Application of Rule 10 of Consolidated 
Classification in Connection with Canned Goods Moving 
Under Refrigeration 


California.—Question: Item 1265-B of Supplement 23 to 
Pacific Freight Tariff Bureau Tariff 2-J, Agent J. P. Haynes’ 
I. C. C. No. 1293, names rate of 88c, minimum 70,000 Ibs. on 
roasted coffee from San Francisco to Butte. ' 

Item 1025 of the same tariff names a rate of 88c, minimum 
60,000 Ibs. on canned goods from San Francisco to Butte. 

Under Rula 10 of the classification a mixed carload of 
canned goods and coffee can be shipped at rate of 88c, mini- 
mum 70,000 Ibs. 

Item 1025, which names the 88c rate on canned goods with 
minimum of 60,000 lIbs., is subject to Note 4, on page 144, of 
the tariff. 

Note 4, in connection with the commodity description on 
canned goods in Item 1010-B, and to which reference is made 
in Item 1025, reads as follows: 


(Applies only on rates based on minimum carload weight of 60,000 
pounds.) During the period, October 15 to April 15, inclusive, refrig- 
erator car may be required for protection against freezing. When 
during this period shipper orders refrigerator car for shipment weigh- 
ing less than 120,000 Ibs., but not less than 60,000 lbs., and carriers 
are unable to furnish a refrigerator car of the capacity required to 
accommodate the shipment, they will, at their convenience, furnish 
two or more refrigerator cars, as may be necessary for such shipment. 
The first car or cars must be loaded to full carrying capacity, and the 
entire shipment must be made from one station, by one shipper, in 
one day, on one bill of lading, to one consignee and destination. 
Charges will be assessed on actual weight of entire shipment at car- 
load rate, subject to minimum 60,000 Ibs. 


A shipper has about 45,000 Ibs. of coffee and 25,000 Ibs. 
of canned goods which make the minimum 70,000 Ibs. required 
to use the 88c rate on a mixed carload shipment, but the ship- 
per desires a refrigerator car for protection of lading during 
cold weather and orders a refrigerator car which is loaded to 
capacity with the entire lot of canned goods and enough coffee 
to make capacity loading, the balance of the shipment which 
consists of coffee being taken in a follow lot car. 

The carriers contend that Note 4 does not apply in such an 
instance, claiming that Note 4 applies on a minimum of 60,000 
lbs. of canned goods and that refrigerator car protection is 
furnished only for canned goods and not for coffee; that there 
is no similar note in Item 1265-B which names the rate on coffee 
and that coffee is not entitled to refrigerator car protection. 

There seems to be merit in the carriers’ contention, but on 
the other hand, it does not seem that the mere fact that a 
shipper mixes canned goods with coffee should deprive him of 
the right to protect his shipments by using refrigerator car. 
He is complying with the tariff requirement of a 70,000 pound 
minimum weight for mixed cars and if he cannot get the entire 
shipment in one refrigerator car the shipper claims that the 
carriers should furnish an additional car as provided in Note 4. 
The shipper claims that the mere fact that he uses Rule 10 
should not deprive him of adequate protection for his goods. 

I should appreciate very much your opinion as to the 
proper charge to assess on a mixed carload of canned goods 
and coffee weighing 70,000 lIbs., in the circumstances outlined 
above, where a refrigerator car was loaded to capacity and the 
balance taken as follow lot in another car. 

Answer: We are unable to locate decisions of the Com- 
mission which have a bearing on this question. 
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However, there is no restriction carried in Rule 10 of the 
Consolidated Classification nor in Items 1025 and 1265 of 
Agent Haynes’ Tariff I. C. C. No. 1293, which would preclude 
the application of Rule 10 in connection with the rates pro- 
vided therein. Furthermore, there is nothing in Note 4, which 
you quote, specifically limiting its application to straight car- 
loads of canned goods. 

Therefore, while the movement of coffee in mixed carloads 
of canned goods in refrigerator cars may not have been in- 
tended, there are no tariff provisions which so limit the ap- 
plication of rates carried in Agent Haynes’ Tariff I. C. C. No. 
1293 on canned goods and coffee. 


Routing and Mis-routing—Conflict Between Marks on Package 
and Address on Bill of Lading 


Missouri.—Question: Please give us your opinion on the 
following, which seems to be a reversal of those previously 
covered by your various citations on “Routing and Misrouting,” 
inasmuch as the carrier forwarded the shipment in accordance 
with the bill of lading instructions and not the marks appear- 
ing on the packages: 

We delivered an L. C. L. shipment to a carrier, the bill of 
lading reading, Columbus, Ohio, but the merchandise was 
plainly marked, Columbus, Georgia. The carrier transported 
the shipment to Ohio where it was discovered that the shipment 
was marked for Georgia. We instructed the carrier to forward 
the shipment to the proper destination, i. e., that covered by 
the marks appearing on the packages. This was done and we 
were assessed a combination of rates over Columbus, Ohio. 

It is our contention that we should not be called upon to 
pay more than the through rate from St. Louis to Columbus, 
Georgia, but the carrier declines to admit liability, due to its 
compliance with the bill of lading instructions to forward the 
shipment to Columbus, Ohio. 


Any information you can furnish that will enable us to 
settle this question will be appreciated. 


Answer: While we can locate no decisions of the Commis- 
sion so holding, it would appear that, if under the Commission’s 
decisions a carrier is not liable for misrouting in forwarding 
a shipment to the destination shown on the package, conversely 
it is liable for forwarding a shipment to the destination shown 
in the bill of lading instead of to the destination shown on 
the package. 

State Versus Interstate Traffic 


Virginia.—Question: There is, and has been for a good 
many years a conflict of opinion as between the Virginia Cor- 
poration Commission and the North Carolina Utilities Com- 
mission on the one hand and representatives of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission, on the other, as to just where “intra- 
state traffic’ ends and “interstate traffic” begins. 

As a contract carrier in Virginia, we execute receipts for 
transportation of goods between water-front facilities in Nor- 
folk and Portsmouth, Virginia, and points in the state of 
Virginia. These same water-front facilities operate storage 
warehouses, and serve coastwise, intercoastal and foreign 
trade steamers. 

Insofar as the contract carrier-operator is concerned our 
interest begins and ends within the State of Virginia, and there 
is nothing to indicate that the shipment may or may not be 
involved in interstate transportation, or when. 


The Interstate Commerce Commission states that from 
information given above, they are unable to determine whether 
interstate commerce is involved, and that it appeared that any 
transportation beyond the motor carrier’s point of destination 
would not be subject to a joint arrangement between the first 
and second carriers, if any. It is further stated that for the 
purpose of regulation under the Motor Carrier Act, in the 
absence of a common carrier arrangement between the carriers, 
the physically intrastate transportation may be tacked on the 
physically interstate transportation so as to render the entire 
service subject to its regulation, and that the question is now 
pending before the Commission in several test cases. 


In response to a further inquiry as to whether we should 
transport a shipment between an inland point and Norfolk 
under contract that might develop to be, upon investigation 
destined to a point beyond Norfolk in interstate commerce 
whether we would be liable under the Motor Carrier Act, we 
are informed that no positive answer can be forthcoming as to 
whether or not our operation would involve a technical viola- 
tion of the Act. 


We believe that the rail carriers, in accepting shipments 
from these same water-front terminals, are guided entirely 
by the bill of lading information. Should the bill of lading show 
any information that would lead them to believe the shipment 
has moved in interstate commerce, of course the interstate rate 
would be applied. On the other hand, however, should there 
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be nothing in the bill of lading to indicate previous interstate 
movement, the intrastate rate would be applied. 

However, on shipments delivered to water-front terminals, 
the inland carriers usually go into the matter of whether the 
shipment is intended for a steamer, and develop in that manner 
whether the shipment is actually in interstate movement. 

In executing a contract for transportation of goods between 
Norfolk and inland points located within the State of Virginia, 
and in which the entire movement is within the State of 
Virginia, we question whether we can be required to go into 
the history of the movement, or the purpose of the movement 
in advance of the execution of the contract, before agreeing 
to accept the shipment for transportation. 

Any assistance or references you may be able to furnish us 
on this subject will be appreciated. 

Answer: Where there is an original and continuing in- 
tention that the goods shall move through from point of oirgin 
to an interstate destination or to a foreign destination, the 
transportation is interstate or foreign commerce in character. 

It is not the method of transportation but the continuity 
of the movement from a point in one state to a point in an- 
other state which determines whether traffic is interstate. See 
B. & O. R. Co. vs. Settle, 260 U. S. 166, 43, S. Ct. 28, and Hughes 
Bros. Lumber Co. vs. Minnesota, 272 U. S. 469, 47 S. Ct. 170. 

Ordinarily, unless at the time a shipment moved from point 
or origin, the final destination has been fixed as the second 
destination point, the movement under a new bill of lading 
from the original destination to a point in the same state is 
not an interstate movement. The intention of the parties at 
the time the shipment moves from point of origin governs and 
not the subsequent disposition of the shipment after its arrival 
at its original destination. Sinclair Refining Co. vs. F. W. & 
R. G. Co., 148 I. C. C. 582; C. M. & St. P. Ry. Co. vs. Iowa, 
233 U. S. 334, 34 S. Ct. 592; B. & O. S. W. R. R. Co. vs. Settle, 
260 U. S. 166, 43 S. Ct. 28; A. C. L. Ry. Co. vs. Standard Oil 
Co., 275 U. S. 257, 48 S. Ct. 107. 


If there is an existing and continuing intention at the time 
the shipment is delivered to the carrier at point of origin, to 
make a through shipment to the final destination thereof, and 
the shipment does not come to rest prior to the final haul, 
under the Commission’s decisions in Tampa Fuel Co. vs. A. C. 
L., 43 I. C. C. 231; International Agricultural Corp. vs. Director- 
General, 74 I. C. C. 726; DuPont de Nemours & Co. vs. Direc- 
tor-General, 74 I. C. C. 191; Germain Co. vs. L. & N., 85 I. C. C. 
449; Schloss & Kahn Grocery Co. vs. L. & N., 95 I. C. C. 618: 
Hammersly Mfg. Co. vs. Erie R. R. Co., 126 I. C. C. 491, 148 
I. C. C. 47, (affirmed in United States vs. Erie, 280 U. S. 98, 50 
S. Ct. 51), the interstate rate is applicable to the final haul. 


Furthermore, under the decision in Muse Lumber Co. vs. 
Director-General, 85 I. C. C. 267, an intent formed while a 
shipment is in transit to the first destination that the shipment 
shall move beyond that destination to an interstate point fixes 
the character of the commerce as interstate. 


; The character of the commerce is to be determined by the 
intention of the shipper, which intention is to be inferred from 


the circumstances surrounding the transportation of the ship- 
ment. 


The following statement of the court in Atlantic Coast 
Line R. Co. vs. Standard Oil Co. of Kentucky, 275 U. S. 257, 
48 S. Ct. 107, indicates the considerations which determine 
whether the commerce is interestate or intrastate: 


The question whether commerce is interstate or intrastate must 
be determined by the essential character of the commerce, and not 
by mere billing or forms of contract, although that may be one of 
a group of circumstances tending to show such character. The re- 
shipment of an interstate or foreign shipment does not necessarily 
establish a continuity of movement or prevent the shipment to a point 
within the same state from having an independent or intrastate char- 
acter, even though it be in the same cars. Chicago, M. & St. P. Ry. 
Co. vs. Iowa, 233 U. S. 334. The change from rail to ship has often 
been held consistent with a continuity of interstate or foreign com- 
merce, even though there may be only local billing. Texas & New 
Orleans R. R. Co. vs. Sabine Tram Co., 227 U. S. 111; Railroad Com- 
mission of Louisiana vs. Texas & Pacific Ry. Co., 229 U. S. 336; Baer 
Bros. Mercantile Co. vs. Denver & Rio Grande Railroad Co., 233 U. 
S. 479. On the other hand, in Chicago, M. & St. P. Ry. Co. vs. Iowa, 
supra, the reshipment of an interstate shipment of coal after its ar- 
rival in the state in the same carload lots was held not inconsistent 
with the change from interstate to intrastate commerce. 


The above is a general statement of the considerations 
which determine whether traffic is interstate or intrastate in 
character. However, no general rule can be laid down by which 
it may be determined whether in every instance traffic is 
interstate or intrastate. The facts and circumstances in each 
case determine the question. In Settle Case, 260 U. S. 166, 43 
S. Ct. 28, it was said: 


Neither through billing, uninterrupted movement, continuous pos- 
session by the carrier, or unbroken bulk, is an essential of a through 
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shipment; these are common incidents of a through shipment; and 
when the intention with which a shipment was made is in issue, the 
presence, or absence, of one or all of these incidents may be important 
evidence bearing upon that question. 


See, in this connection, the decision in Dick’s Transfer & 
Truck Terminal Contract Application, 10 M. C. C. 74. 

We see no distinction between the handling of shipmenis 
by a contract motor carrier and other carriers, insofar as a 
determination of the character of the traffic is concerned. 


FREE TRANSPORTATION SOP TO LABOR 


Editor the Traffic World: 

Apropos your editorial of April 8, I will give you addi- 
tional proof of the excessive backwardness of the railroads in 
daring to antagonize labor. I quote the following from section 
9, page 27, lines 16 to 24, of the Wheeler bill amending the in- 
terstate commerce act: 

“No carrier shall, directly or indirectly, issue or give any 
interstate free ticket, free pass, or free transportation for pas- 
sengers, except to its officers, agents and employes and their 
families, and its surgeons, physicians and attorneys at law; 
executive officers, general chairmen and counsel of employes’ 
organizations, when such organizations are duly authorized and 
designated to represent employes in accordance with the pro- 
visions of the railway labor act.” 

You will note it gives permission to the railroads to issue 
passes to the officers and attorneys of labor unions. Railroad 
officials, of course, are cognizant of the bill but for some reason 
none of them has cared to call the attention of the press to this 
preposterous proposition. As a matter of fact, most union 
officers, being either employes or pensioned employes of rail- 
roads, travel on passes anyway, but why in addition the attor- 
neys of unions should be furnished with passes—except for the 
purpose of stimulating their very annoying activities—is a little 
beyond me. 

The Senator from Montana who is the author of the bill 
and who is very intelligent and really familiar with transporta- 
tion, suffers from the disadvantage of having many more rail- 
road employes among its voters than he has anxious, conscious 
investors in railroad securities—-because those who hold policies 
in life insurance companies are not conscious of being investors. 
He, therefore, obviously, must deem it necessary to placate 
labor. Hence, undoubtedly, this provision, which, to say the 
least, is quite interesting and, to the best of my knowledge, 


novel. F. J. Lisman. 
New York, N. Y., April 19, 1939. 


SOLVING THE RAILROAD PROBLEM 


Editor The Traffic World: 

The writer was somewhat surprised last night at the man- 
ner in which the general public (at least as represented by the 
audience of the “Town Meeting of the Air’) greeted the ques- 
tion, “How Can We Solve the Railroad Problem?” 

While little of a constructive nature was wafted through 
the ether, we are forced to conclude that the public expects 
railroad management to do something to help itself before 
asking for outside help and seemingly has little sympathy with 
the policies of the A. A. R. or most railroad executives; most 
important, it gave ample evidence that it was well enough 
informed to discuss facts but was disgusted with the issuance 
of non-factual propaganda which is so evidently issued in an 
attempt to dupe the people into giving the railroads something 
more. 

The subject matter handled by Commissioner Eastman and 
Senator Wheeler was interesting and little more than a repe- 
tition of statements of their beliefs. Mr. Pelly, however, out- 
did himself with negatives. He took for granted that the pub- 
lic knew considerable about what the railroads had not done 
and, not having anything of importance that they had done 
toward which to point, he merely gave out some more “not” 
information. 

Habit has a strong influence on human beings. Possibly, 
Mr. Pelly has for so long spent his efforts in telling the pro- 
gressive members of the A. A. R. what not to do, in telling the 
I. C. C. what not to do, and in telling the Congress and the 
public what railroad competitors should not be allowed to do, 
that he can no longer speak in the affirmative. 

Characteristic of backward thinking and portraying quite 
accurately the past era in which he is still living, he could not 
resist mentioning the bromide about the tests made by the 
Illinois State Highway Department regarding the effect of 
heavy vehicles on the highways. All that remark got him was 
a ripple of laughter. No one in the audience even dignified it 
by questioning him. 

Practically everyone is familiar with the fact that these 
now thoroughly discredited tests were conducted two decades 
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ago and were made on highways far below the present stand- 
ards and with ancient age trucks with solid tires. The results 
are so far removed from actual facts that courts have refused 
to allow them in testimony. 

It would appear unworthy of the brains that should be at 
the head of the Association of American Railroads to stoop 
repeatedly to the use of such tactics. However, so few are 
deceived that nothing is accomplished. 

It is a mystery to me why Mr. Pelly spoke at all as he 
said nothing on the question, “How Can We Solve the Railroad 
Problem ?” 

I wonder just how badly we are actually trying to solve 
the railroad problem. I have closely followed the testimony be- 
fore Congressional committees on both the Lea bill and the 
Truman-Wheeler S-2009. Something seems to be amiss. Both 
attempt to solve not only the railroad problem but the trans- 
portation problem. 

The one point on which all testimony agreed was that the 
principal difficulty was lack of dollar volume. Another point 
on which there was substantial agreement was that all forms 
of transportation were in the same mess as the railroads, and 
in practically the same proportion. However, one large leak 
through which dollar volume is being diverted from actual 
transportation agencies has not been mentioned. I wonder 
why. 

I speak of that enigma in the transportation field known as 
the freight forwarder or carloading company. 

I don’t know how much dollar volume is diverted through 
this channel. Certainly, it is tremendous. I do know that a 
forwarder charges a shipper an amount which I will call ‘X.” 
He pays a carrier an amount, much less, which we shall call 
“Y.” He retains the differential, “Z.” That entire amount 
which we have called “Z” is certainly diverted from transpor- 
tation agencies. Who can deny that “Z,”’ reduced to actual 
figures for the period of the life of the forwarding business 
(which, significantly, is the same period as the sorry plight 
of the railroads) would look like a large lump of the war debt? 

Certainly, they accomplished much of benefit to the ship- 
ping public. We cannot truthfully say that they performed 
a transportation service, however. The service was supplied by 
the railroad or truck or other facility. The forwarder supplied 
the management that made these service facilities perform cor- 
rectly and with due regard to the needs of the public. Cer- 
tainly, management and brains are entitled to rewards and I 
do not wish to be misunderstood nor accused of belitting ac- 
complishment. However, my thoughts are not directed to any 
other discussion than pure economics as they effect the trans- 
portation prbolem. 

The fact remains that the quality of management did 
exist and could have been utilized by existing transportation 
agencies as it was by the forwarders. It is axiomatic that 
much duplication of effort and expense would have _ been 
avoided if this management ability had been used inside the 
existing organizations. It is a foregone conclusion that every 
dollar so diverted would have increased the dollar volume of 
the carriers by 100 cents and that those carriers would have 
benefited in direct proportion to the manner in which ther 
management administered its offices and duties. 

Aside and apart from this diversion of dollar volume, the 
forwarders have also been responsible for a large proportion 
of the reductions in rates and ratings that have so vitally 
effected the actual carriers in the last decade. Although I am 
not an authority on the subject, I belgieve that any student 
of traffic will agree that the direct or indirect responsibility 
for from 75 per cent to eighty per cent of all such reductions 
lies on their doorsteps. 

Who knows how many thousands of special arrangements 
forwarders made with shippers which caused carriers to pub- 
lish rates to meet them? Who can say how many motor- 
depressed rates were published by railroads to meet truck 
competition that existed only because of private arrangements 
made by forwarders? Who can deny that the forwarder has 
always played the rails against the trucks and the water car- 
riers and vice versa all in a mad Round Robin to get more 
favorable hauling rates to increase the differential represented 
by my previous symbol “Z”’? 

Who can deny that the forwarders have been responsible 
for the practical destruction of Rule 10 of the Consolidated 
Classification? Who would claim that their pressure was not 
used to create every all commodity rate in existence? Did 
they not have a hand in all mixed commodity items now ap- 
pearing in the tariffs of carriers? Do not such items wan- 
tonly disregard every known rule of classification and rate 
making? How many thousands of carloads of high class mer- 
chandise have been shipped at a large loss of revenue to the 
carriers, under such forwarder-compelled rates and ratings, by 
the shippers themselves and in which the forwarder had no 
interest ? 
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Is it right? Is it wrong? Did the public benefit? Any 
answer can be disputed and these questions beg the issue. It 
did exist. It is now going on in a madder scramble than ever 
before. One thing is certain—it did and does deprive the car- 
riers of revenue and is to some degree responsible for the 
transportation problem we are now seeking to solve. 


Or are we trying to solve it? The unregulated forwarder 
is more active in these matters than in all history. Trans- 
portation facilities are utterly at their mercy. Tariff change 
proposals which reek of forwarder compulsion appear on every 
docket of every publishing agency. 


Gross dollar revenue is being diverted in an ever-increas- 
ing stream, and yet we hear nothing of this angle of the trans- 
portation problem we claim to be attempting to solve. 


In the M. C. 2200 case, the forwarders were adjudged ship- 
pers. Are they conducting themselves as shippers? Do regula- 
tory authorities, carriers, and others treat the forwarder as a 
shipper ? 

Under Part II, of the interstate commerce act, one who 
holds himself out to arrange for transportation is a broker. Is 
not that exactly what a forwarder does? It is true that that 
definition would have to be broadened to cover all means of 
transportation, but it surely is a perfect definition of the func- 
tions performed. 

In defiance of these facts, however, we now find intro- 
duced into Congress a bill known as H. R. 4827, which would 
create a part III of the act to regulate (or should I say give 
legitimacy to) forwarding carriers. May I ask what does a 
forwarding carrier carry and on what? How can a person be 
a carrier without carrying anything? 

Was this bill introduced in an effort to “solve the trans- 
portation problem?” 


Can it be that our legislators are unaware of these simple 
and self-evident facts? 


Does no one want to talk about this angle of the trans- 
portation problem? 


Can it be that railroad executives are interested in per- 
sonal gain from holdings in forwarding companies more than 
the welfare of the railroads themselves? 


Is it possible that unregulated forwarder rates are used 
by railroad traffic managers as inducements with which to 
trade for carload business? Why all the silent maneuvering? 
Why the reluctance to air the facts? Why not deal with the 
situation as it exists Why? Why? Why? to a hundred kin- 
dred questions. 

D. L. Sutherland, Vice-Chairman, 


Common Carrier Divisoin, American Trucking 
Association, Inc., and President, Middle Atlantic 
Transportation Company. 

Detroit, Mich., April 14, 1939. 


PLAN FOR RAIL RATES 


Editor The Traffic World: 

May I be permitted, as a student, to intrude into the 
problems of traffic management ? 

How would this work as a plan for the establishment of 
railroad rates in relation to business? 


1. Railroad distance between cities and towns is known. 

2. 1929 is considered, I understand, the business normal of 100%. 

3. Accept the railroad rates of 1929 as the 100% normal. 

4. Every 6 months average the business prices for the average price 
of the period. : 

5. Compare this price with the average 1929 price to establish its 
percentage with 1929. 

6. Take this per cent of the 1929 prices into the 1929 rate for the 
product as the railroad rate for the next 6 months until a new business 
rate is established. 

7. Still retain the sectional traffic territories and figure business in- 
dex on each product in these territories. 

8. On less than carload traffic, change these rates with each new 
issue of the freight classification, where changes are necessary. Make 
it a rule that no less than carload shipment could be lower than the 
current carload rate. 

9. Charge switching rates in cities in proportion to the population 
where there are the established switching facilities and switch engine 
yards. 


Warren, Pa., April 17, 1939. Harold Wm. Swanson. 


CHAMBER OF COMMERCE MEETING 


R. V. Fletcher, general counsel of the Association of Ameri- 
can Railroads, will speak for the railroads at the round table 
conference of the U. S. Chamber of Commerce meeting May 2 
(see Traffic World, April 15, p. 854). Conclusions reached by 


the transportation conference called by the Chamber will be 
discussed. 
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Digest of New Complaints 





MC C-123, Motor Truck Common Carriers, Association, Denver, Colo., 
et al. vs. Ralph E. Merscheim and Ralph Robertson, dba Merscheim 
and Robertson, Potter, Neb. 

Alleges that rates, rules, regulations and exceptions published 
in defendants’ tariff MF-I. C. C. No. 1 on live stock, agricultural 
commodities, etc., between points in Nebraska, on the one hand, 
and points in Colorado, on the other, are noncompensatory, dis- 
criminatory, unduly and unreasonably low in violation of the motor 
carrier act. Ask prescription of reasonable rates, rules and regu- 
lations and hearing at Denver, if necessary. (Zene D. Bohrer, 304 
Flat Iron Bldg., Denver, Colo.) 

MC C-124, Bryant Truck Lines, Sikeston, Mo., et al. vs. J. R. Hardin, 
dba Hardin Truck Line, Memphis, Tenn. 

Alleges that defendant’s tariff MF-I. C. C. No. 2 naming rates, 
rules, regulations, classifications and practices does not conform 
to the requirements of tariff circular MF No. 2 in violation of the 
motor carrier act. Asks minimum basis of rates, charges, ete. (H. 
C. Smiley c/o Local Truck Systems, Sikeston, Mo.) 

No. 28246, Palmer Candy Co. et al., Sioux City, Ia., vs. A. G. S. et al. 

Unreasonable rates and charges, peanuts, points in Virginia, 
North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, Alabama and Florida, 
to Sioux City, Ia. Ask reasonable rates, reparation, and waiver 
of additional charges. (P. R. Wigton and E. L. Peterson, 300 Com- 
merce Bldg., Sioux City, Ia.) 

No. 28247, Lexington Roller Mills Co., Lexington, Ky., vs. C. & O. 
et al. 

Rates and charges, flour and feed, Lexington, Ky., to Lynch- 
burg, Va., in violation of sections 1, 4 and 6. Asks waiver of 
alleged undercharges. (J. E. Marks, 112 South Upper Street, Lex- 
ington, Ky.) 

No. 28248, Lufkin Rule Co., Saginaw, Mich., vs. Pere Marquette et al. 

Rates and charges, old empty glass carboys or bottles returned, 
Saginaw, Mich., to East Chicago (Grasselli), Ind., in violation of 
sections 1, 3 and 6, the undue preference alleged being for ship- 
ments made in the statutory period. Asks reasonable rates and 
reparation. (Earl W. Cox, 110 West Eleventh St., Los Angeles, 
Calif.) 

No. 28249, Great Lakes Coal & Coke Co., Chicago, Ill., vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al. 

Unreasonable rates and charges, petroleum coke and/or petro- 
leum coke breeze, Lockport, Ill., to Lancaster, O., Homestead and 
Kaulmont, Pa. Asks reasonable rates and reparation. (Milton P. 
Baumann, 143 Liberty St., New York, N. Y.) 

No. 28250, Charlotte Chemical Laboratories, Inc., Charlotte, N. C., vs. 
Norfolk Southern et al. 

Rates and charges, brick, Charlotte, N. C., to Baltimore (Curtis 
Bay), Md., in violation of sections 1 and 3, the undue preference 
alleged being for complainant’s competitor at Lewis Run, Pa. 
Asks reasonable rates and reparation. (W. S. Creighton, Charlotte, 
WN, &) 

MC C-110, Sub. No. 1, Highway Motor Freight Lines, Inc., Dallas, Tex., 
vs. Anderson Truck Line, Denver, Colo., et al. 

Alleges that the payment of high divisions of revenue through 
the interchange of freight on general commodities at points in 
Ohio, Indiana, Missouri, Oklahoma, Texas, and other states is in 
violation of the motor carrier act. Ask fair and uniform divisions 


in lieu of those now exacted. (C. H. Campbell, 2403 Sharon Ave., 
Dallas, Tex.) 


I. C. C. PRACTITIONERS 


The following have been admitted to practice before the 
Commission: J. Kemp Bartlett, Baltimore, Md.; Edmund J. 
Bodziak, Philadelphia, Pa.; Alfred Franklin Burgess, Green- 
ville, S. C.; Frank K. Clarke, Sumter, S. C.; Samuel H. Coplin, 
Philadelphia, Pa.; Ariel L. Crowley, Boise, Ida.; David R. 
Derge, Kansas City, Mo.; David Diener, Baltimore, Md.; John 
F. Doyle, Mechanicville, N. Y.; John E. Dwyer, Erie, Pa.; Fred- 
erick W. Engel, Newark, N. J.; Mark‘F. Esch, LaCrosse, Wis.; 
William Hiram Evans, Lubbock, Tex.; Harold Forstenzer, New 
York, N. Y.; Lewis M. Goodrich, Shamrock, Tex.; Harry J. 
Green, Baltimore, Md.; Robert Guinther, Akron, O.; Raymond 
F. Hayes, Chicago, Ill.; Thomas M. A. Higgins, Lowell, Mass.; 
Kenneth J. Hodson, Jackson, Wyo.; Arthur Lyle Israel, Chi- 
cago, Ill.; James Traynor Jennings, Roswell, N. M.; William 
Henry Kirwin, Scottsbluff, Neb.; Herbert H. Klein, New York, 
N. Y.; Abe Latker, Fort Wayne, Ind.; Alton A. Lessard, Lew:s- 
ton, Me.; Bernard R. Lieberman, New York, N. Y.; James A. 
McWhorter, Charleston, W. Va.; James E. Mitchell, Bangor, 
Me.; Frederick Wade Murphy, Cincinnati, O.; Henry O’Con- 
nor, New Orleans, La.; Ralph W. O’Farrell, Chicago, IIl.; 
Cordie Page, Conway, S. C.; John J. Peacock, Weiser, Ida.; 
Harry Swank Phillips, Williamsport, Pa.; John MacDonald 
Robb, Cumberland, Md.; William Yost Rosier, Fayetteville, 
Ark.; Edward Lincoln Rosling, Seattle, Wash.; Luther Gilham 
Scott, Bluefield, W. Va.; George T. Simpson, St. Paul, Minn.; 
Thomas Randolph Taggart, Lordsburg, N. M.; F. W. Tomasek, 
Grinnell, Ia.; Isadore Ullman, New York, N. Y.; G. T. Watts, 
Roswell, N. M.; Slemons Morris Wilson, Corydon, Ind. 
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Services of Public Warehouses in Distribution 


Public vs. Private Warehouses—Last of a Series of Nine Articles by Dr. John H. Frederick, 
Professor of Transportation and Industry, School of Business Administration, 
The University of Texas 


ANUFACTURERS and other shippers confronted with 
M the need of maintaining spot stocks at strategic dis- 

tribution points must make at least one important de- 
cision. This involves the choice between providing their own 
branch house or warehouse facilities and the use of the serv- 
ices provided by public warehouses. Of course, there is no 
yardstock formula that can be applied to all businesses to indi- 
cate whether or not public warehouses fit into their plans of 
distribution, or, in fact, for any two shippers producing the 
same class of merchandise. Many products require some par- 
ticular treatment of handling not needed by other lines, and 
many shippers must receive individual services not required 
by others. Moreover, each business is different and has its 
own distribution problem and sometimes a business with a 
number of varied items has a different distribution problem for 
each product. 

As time goes on, however, an increasing number of man- 
ufacturers are deciding in favor of public warehouses. Traffic 
managers, sales managers, and others who decide this impor- 
tant matter think the following primary factors should be 
considered in deciding which type of storage should be used: 


1. The Type of Product: This point is of primary im- 
portance as there are many products requiring special display 
or special services that few public warehouses are in position 
to supply. Even though a manufacturer might recognize the 
advantages of the public warehouse facilities, he would think 
they might not fit into his distribution scheme, because of the 
nature of his product. As one sales manager told the writer: 


Our line is very diversified as to numbers and sizes. Past experience 
has proved to us that the handling of our warehouse is best left to 
someone who has a concrete knowledge of the items we manufacture. 
One of our lines consists of 375 different numbers, each of which is 
made in five different sizes. We manufacture seven such lines. Further- 
more, shipments from our warehouse are usually small, requiring a lot 
of detail work and prompt attention, all of which we believe our own 
force can do better. Moreover, on account of the difficult handling of 
our merchandise in the warehouses, our expense is less than were we 
to store in public warehouses. 


It must be admitted that this situation is exceptional, but 
it serves to illustrate the point that the nature of the product 
is a primary consideration. 


On the other hand, there are thousands of products re- 
quiring no such special services to which public warehouse 
handling is better adapted than any other method. 


2. The Volume of Business in a Sales Territory: Aside 
from the type of product to be distributed, the amount of 
actual or potential business in a sales territory is the govern- 
ing factor in making a decision as to the kind of storage to be 
used. When entering a new market or one where the volume 
of business is not great enough to warrant setting up their own 
warehousing accommodations or branch houses, many man- 
ufacturers prefer to use public warehouses, at least until a 
substantial volume of business has been developed. This is 
particularly true today when manufacturers and other shippers 
are making concerted efforts to reduce wastes in distribution. 
As one manufacturer recently said: 


We decided in favor of the public warehouse in preference to oper- 
ating our own private facilities because entering that territory was 
more or less an experimental venture with us and we did not feel 
that the volume of business would justify the overhead expenses which 
would be connected with the maintenance of private facilities. 


3. Production Schedule of the Factory: The use of pub- 
lic warehouses enables relatively small manufacturers, espe- 
cially in seasonal industries, to level off their production on a 
steady month-to-month basis. Storage and distribution serv- 
ices are provided on a fixed unit cost that enables them ac- 
curately to predetermine their exact cost of production, plus 
storage and delivery to all their markets. An outstanding ex- 
ample of the use of public warehouses because of factory pro- 
duction schedules is the case of the outboard motor manufac- 
turers who have found public warehouses of definite advantage 
in storing their products for the winter months. Others using 
public warehouses for the same reason are the refrigerator 
manufacturers, fertilizer producers, and stove companies. 


4. Possible Savings in Distribution Costs: When consider- 


ing the problem of distribution, the factor that leads many 
manufacturers to select public warehouses in which to store 
their merchandise for redistribution, in the areas controlled 
by each sales territory, is that it is much more economical from 
the point of view of handling and storage, as well as service. 
As one manufacturer said: 


We would have been called upon to expend a considerable amount 
of money were we to purchase or lease warehouse space. Then, in ad- 
dition to that, we would have had to employ a warehouseman and a 
shipping clerk. Whereas, the public warehouse has all of these facili- 
ties available at a much lower cost than would be the case if we at- 
tempted to handle our own warehousing problem. 


Public warehouses give practically unlimited distribution 
service. When establishing a warehouse stock with a public 
warehouse, it is only necessary for the manufacturer or other 
distributor to ship his merchandise to the warehouse. The 
warehouse organization will then maintain his stock records, 
bill his orders, attend to deliveries, and pay his freight bills. 
All details except actual selling are handled as the manufac- 
turer would have them with economical merchandise handling 
devices, adequate terminal facilities and the work performed 
by a well trained organization fully acquainted with the terri- 
tory and local conditions so as to take advantage of any dis- 
tributing economies available. 

Were a manufacturer to establish spot stocks in any other 
manner, it would be necessary for him to rent an area sufficient 
for maximum requirements for the year; to rent an office for 
the maintenance of stock records, billing orders, hiring and 
supervision of warehouse labor; to contract with a local truck- 
ing company; and to establish credit with the railroads for the 
payment of freight bills. The public warehouse can supply 
these facilities at a minimum cost, because of the aggregate 
business of many customers. 


5. Financial Necessities: The financial services of public 
warehouses are regarded as of increasing importance by man- 
ufacturers. Through the issuance of negotiable and non-ne- 
gotiable warehouse receipts that may be used as collateral for 
bank loans, the public warehouse is becoming a very important 
agency for the conversion of stored goods into liquid assets. 
Manufacturers and other distributors are fully aware of the 
fact that, to become good as collateral, the warehouse receipt 
must be issued by an independent organization—a bona fide 
warehouseman. This factor alone has caused a number of 
national distributors to confine their carrying of spot stocks to 
public warehouses. 


6. Special Services Rendered: Some manufacturers feel 
that this is of considerable importance in deciding which type 
of storage should be used. They think that a customer calling 
at a private warehouse receives more individual attention than 
he could get at a public warehouse, since special arrangements 
are made to take care of him. Then, too, it is sometimes felt 
that a private warehouse enables the manufacturer to avoid 
any mistakes that public warehouses might make in the ship- 
ment of goods. This is particularly so where the items handled 
are quite complicated and where technical knowledge is nec- 
essary for their packing and shipment. In addition, on account 
of the difficult handling of such items in the warehouse, the 
manufacturer’s expense is often less in a private warehouse 
than if he made use of public warehouses. 

The need for special services is illustrated by the following 
statements of traffic managers: 


(a) All of our shipments are sent to our own warehouses from the 
factory in uniform quantities. We have approximately 4,000 represen- 
tatives ordering goods from these different warehouses weekly. Their 
orders, for the most part, are very light in weight, averaging about 
twenty pounds. They do not order in case lots, and the average order 
has as many as twenty-five items, and probably not more than three 
or four of one article. It would practically be impossible for a public 
werehouse to give our account the attention that it requires. 

(b) If possible, we always prefer to use the private warehouses of 
our agents as they are familiar with our equipment and would give 
better service on replacement parts than would be possible from a 
public warehouse. A public warehouse is all right for handling com- 
plete units of equipment but is not so good for handling repair part 
business. 

(c) Our equipment does not lend itself to public warehouse storage, 
as most of it is used by contractors on a rental basis. It is necessary 
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to maintain shops and machinery to overhaul and repair our equipment 
after it comes in off rental jobs, also manufacture parts to replace 
breakages and losses, which could not be done in public warehouses 
as they are not equipped for this maintenance work. 


What the Warehousing Industry Can Do 


The warehousing industry itself can do a lot to help traffic 
and sales managers in making a proper decision on the im- 
portant question of public or private storage. For example, the 
industry might take steps to: 


1. Develop public warehouse distribution services more completely. 
Then offer these services to manufacturers and other shippers at a cost 
so evidently below what it would cost them for similar private services 
that, at least from the cost point of view, there would be no question 
as to the use of public rather than private facilities. In the last analy- 
sis, the majority of manufacturers use public warehouses because they 
handle their storage and distribution for a fraction of the expense of 
any other method. 

2. Make careful studies of manufacturer distribution costs so as 
to determine and demonstrate the dollars and cents value of public 
warehouse facilities. 

3. Educate manufacturers and others as to the place of public ware- 
houses in distribution. This to be accomplished chiefly through an ad- 
vertising and publicity campaign such as that conducted by the Ameri- 
can Warehousemen’s Association a few years ago. 


There is no doubt that, from the manufacturer’s point of 
view, a practical warehousing and distribution system is a 
profitable asset. But the manufacturer must choose the sys- 
tem best adapted for his requirements, whether it involves the 
use of public warehouses or the establishment of private 
warehouses. 

The fact remains, however, that the economical storage and 
distribution of merchandise demands perfected handling facili- 
ties and detailed supervision. Only a few manufacturers can 
support branch offices and private warehouses extensively; 
consequently, only these larger ones have profited in the past 
from wide distribution and have been able to meet local compe- 
tition in all parts of the country. 

With the adoption of public warehouses for the distribu- 
tion of merchandise, the public warehouse becomes the manu- 
facturer’s warehouse—one unit and medium for the distribution 
of his products. The manufacturer can profit by the adoption 
of the public warehouse system of distribution because a stand- 
ardized product or service can always be bought for less than 
a specially made one. 


Public Warehouses Meet Present Day Conditions 


The series of articles, of which this is the last, has pointed 
out the services of public merchandise warehouses in distribu- 
tion. Aside from the use that can be made of public ware- 
houses in stabilizing production, these distribution agencies can 
be of definite assistance to manufacturers and others in at least 
four different phases of their marketing operations: 


1. In Financing: The public merchandise warehouses 
provide a medium that is becoming increasingly important 
to all types of distributors. Through the use of negotiable 
warehouse receipts goods in public warehouses become liquid 
assets for the period of distribution. In addition to the ne- 
gotiable warehouse receipts, many commercial banks are financ- 
ing manufacturers’ products by storing them in their own 
names on non-negotiable warehouse receipts, thus providing 
greater flexibility in delivering merchandise. In the financing 
of stored merchandise, banks and other financial institutions, 
have the assurance that the public merchandise warehouse is 
a thoroughly responsible organization in which they can place 
their trust for the safe keeping and delivery of goods. 

2. In the Sale of Merchandise: Manufacturers are rely- 
ing more and more on the public merchandise warehouses to 
furnish them with sales information and other pertinent data 
that affects their distribution program in territories that may 
be a thousand miles or more from home offices. Manufacturers 
rely on the warehouses often to recommend local salesmen, 
representatives, brokers, and dealers. This phase of warehouse 
service is becoming increasingly important in the food indus- 
tries, but it also applies to all lines of manufacturing. 

In the sale of their products, manufacturers are also rec- 
ognizing that stocks in public warehouses are flexible; that they 
may be easily transferred from one market to another, and 
that the warehouse space used may be increased or decreased 
at will. For example, one manufacturer has recently decided 
to eliminate three hundred consigned stocks now in the hands 
of jobbers throughout the country. This decision was made 
in order to obviate the tremendous inventory losses on stocks 
spread all over the country and also so as to make these stocks 
less fixed so that they may be reshipped from place to place 
when necessary. In place of consigned stocks, this manufac- 
turer is putting stocks in about thirty-five major markets in 
public merchandise warehouses. From these stocks shipments 
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can be made over night to any jobber in the United States 
and thus take care of hand-to-mouth buying, which was the 
reason for his consigned stocks to begin with. There is a 
definite change in distribution taking place which will make 
for more direct contact between final consumers and man- 
ufacturers. 


3. In the Delivery of Merchandise: Manufacturers are 
relying more and more on the public merchandise warehouses 
to see that perfect goods reach their customers’ hands. To 
do this, warehouses may often recondition shipments and fur- 
nish many other services that are necessary before the product 
is in a satisfactory condition for delivery. The large mail 
order companies have long appreciated the advantages of using 
public warehouses in the delivery of their heavy items from 
spot-stocks rather than from the main source of supply. By 
carrying spot-stocks in key distribution points the manufac- 
turer has the assurance that merchandise moving from a ware- 
house throughout the surrounding territory will be in perfect 
condition. This assurance is not present when the manufacturer 
ships from his factory to a destination a thousand or more 
miles away. But it is only the very largest manufacturers who 
are able to maintain their own private warehousing facilities 
to obtain this assurance. 


4. In Performing Branch House Services: Public mer- 
chandise warehouses do such things as shipping, routing, in- 
voicing of merchandise on the manufacturer’s own forms, 
handling mail, taking orders, making C. O. D. collections and 
giving information to prospective buyers. The hand-to-mouth 
buying of the present area has, of course, made it imperative 
that the manufacturer be in a position to reach the consumer 
when he decides to buy and here, again, the public warehouse 
is assuming a position of greater importance. In many cases 
the publi¢ warehouse becomes the branch office from which 
distributiton and sales are consummated. 


This service is particularly important for the smaller di- 
rect-selling manufacturers. One of these is now planning to 
rent public warehouse space on a square-foot basis at strategic 
locations. Racks will be built in these rooms to carry over 
fifty items in stock. The warehouses will perform the entire 
distribution operation including opening mail, filling orders, 
invoicing and giving general information to prospective buy- 
ers— everything but the actual selling. In addition, this man- 
ufacturer plans to issue catalogues in which the addresses of 
the various warehouses that serve particular territories will 
appear as his address in those cities. 





Doings of the Traffic Clubs 





Items for this column are solicited and when they are sent and 
not published it is because they are inappropriate or not timely. Copies 
of a club’s publication or the notices it sends to members are usually 
not sufficient, because often they are received too late to be of value. 
The Traffic World goes to press in Chicago Friday of each week. News 
of coming or past events, such as meetings, dinners and election of 
officers, is desired. If publicity is looked for it should be made the duty 
of some one in the club to keep us adequately and promptly informed. 
—Editor The Traffic World. 


John Middleton, the new president of the Junior Traffic 
Club of Chicago, is traffic manager of 
the Pioneer Paper Stock Company, 
Chicago. He previously served the 
club as vice-president and as secretary 
for four years. He was born in Bilston, 
Staffordshire, England, and lived in 
Rhyl, North Wales. He came _ to 
America in 1911 and began his business 
career in 1917 with the Burlington 
Railroad in the operating department, 
Morton Park yards. He joined the 
traffic department of the Chicago Mill 
and Lumber Company in 1922 and was 
appointed to his present position in 
1929. He is a member of the Traffic 
Club of Chicago, treasurer of the Traf- 
fic Club of Chicago bowling league and 
a member of the Industrial Traffic Council, Chicago Association 
of Commerce. 











Mendel A. Keith, general traffic manager, International- 
Stacey Corporation, has been elected president of the Columbus 
Transportation Club. Other officers elected are G. D. Cashner, 
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soliciting agent of the Chesapeake and Ohio, vice-president; 
F. W. Brownewell, secretary of the Columbus Clay Company, 
secretary; G. W. Cook, of the Fireproof Warehouse and Stor- 
age Company, treasurer. Members of the board of governors 
elected are: F. E. Ditch, traveling freight agent, Nickel Plate; 
C. R. Martin, general agent, Erie Railroad; F. H. Wilson, as- 
sistant chief clerk, New York Central, all of Columbus. 





The Wyoming Valley Traffic Club had its largest attend- 
ance at a regular meeting at Berwick, Pa., April 12. A large 
delegation of railroad and industry from New York was pres- 
ent and the day was spent playing golf and inspecting the 
American Car and Foundry Co. plant. At the dinner and busi- 
ness meeting at Hotel Berwick, the following officers were 
elected: President, Fred A. Bross, district freight agent, Penn- 
sylvania R. R. Co., Scranton, Pa.; vice-president, Charles J. 
Blaker, assistant to traffic manager, Hazard Insulated Wire 
Works, Wilkes-Barre, Pa.; secretary-treasurer, B. M. Bonham, 
local traffic manager, American Chain and Cable Co., Wilkes- 
Barre, Pa.; directors, G. W. Shuman, division freight agent, 
Erie Railroad, Scranton, Pa.; Ralph R. Raup, local sales man- 
ager, Mineral Springs Coal Company, Kingstown, Pa.; Thomas 
Palmer, Palmer Transfer Co., Scranton, Pa. 





The Traffic Club of Detroit will have a “Spring Frolic” 
at the Fort Shelby Hotel, Detroit, April 27. The party will be 
free to members and will include dinner and entertainment. 





The initial freight traffic class has been started at Emily 
Griffith’s Opportunity School, Denver, Colo. This class is the 
result of hard work on behalf of the Traffic Club of Denver, 
especially Mr. F. J. Rebhan, past-president. The class is spon- 
sored by the Traffic Club of Denver and the Denver School 
Board. Class study is under the direction and supervision of 
Mr. Rebhan and he has as his co-worker H. (Hatch) Morrison, 
for the spring semester. Registration exceeded the century 
figure. The purpose of this class, it was explained, is to im- 
part to all those interested the fundamentals of railroad trans- 
portation, including the construction of tariffs and rates from 
the ground up. The class is open to any interested in this type 
of study. The class had as its guest speaker, L. D. Veltum, 
general freight agent, Great Lakes Transit Corporation, Minne- 
apolis, who talked on traffic. Classes will be held Friday of 
each week, beginning at 7:30 p. m. until the close of the spring 
semester. 





The Green Bay Traffic Club, April 6, as April is the month 
set aside for careful shipping and careful handling, turned the 
meeting over to Ray Laubenstein, of the Association of Com- 
merce. The speakers were Mr. C. H. Dietrich, executive vice- 
president, Freight Claim Division, Association of American 
Railroads, and W. D. Beck, district manager, car service divi- 
sion, Association of American Railroads. The business meeting 
for May has been changed to the eleventh of the month. A 
special committee to handle the golf outing was appointed. 





The newly formed Indianapolis Women’s Traffic Club has 
chosen as president Miss Edna Claffey, traffic manager, Service 
Spring Company, with which she has been associated in vari- 
ous capacities for nearly twenty years. Other officers are Miss 
Josephine Pierson, Brashear Freight Lines, vice-president; Miss 
Raorta Schull, Hesler Transfer Company, secretary; Miss Susy 
Nicely, National Carloading Corporation, treasurer. The pres- 
ent program of the new club includes monthly dinner meetings 
the last Monday of each month. 





International Transportation Day will be observed by the 
Traffic Club of Cleveland at its bi-monthly dinner meeting 
April 25. The speaker will be the Hon. R. J. Deachman, mem- 
ber of the Canadian Parliament. The toastmaster will be L. W. 
Brockington, chairman of the board of governors of the Ca- 
nadian Broadcasting Corporation. There will be music and 
other entertainment. 


The Ky-O-Va Traffic Club will have an election party at 
the Governor Cabell Hotel, Huntington, W. Va., May 9. The 
election of officers will be held on that date. 





C. E. Williams, district passenger agent of the New Haven 
Railroad, was scheduled as the speaker at the meeting of the 
Bridgeport Women’s Traffic Club, Bridgeport, Conn., April 18 
at the Hotel Barnum. Moving pictures of the New York 
World’s Fair were to be shown. 





H. T. Lively, of Louisville, Ky., district attorney of the 
Louisville and Nashville Railway for Kentucky and Virginia, 
will address the Traffic Club of Memphis at its luncheon meet- 
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ing April 24. He will speak in connection with the club’s co- 
operation in the nation-wide campaign for perfect shipping and 
careful handling. His subject will be “Good Shipping Practices 
Pay Dividends.” The Woman’s Traffic Club of Memphis will 
be guests of the club. Classes sponsored by the club at the 
Memphis Vocational School, in elementary freight rules, were 
addressed this week by E. J. Cady, president of the club, on 
the subject of shipper-carrier cooperation in preventing loss 
and damage claims. The educational committee voted to au- 
thorize its chairman, Leo T. Brumley, traffic manager, Fisher- 
Tennessee Division of General Motors, to accept appointment 
on the committee on education and research of the Associated 
Traffic Club of America. 

The Traffic Club of Wilmington second study group meet- 
ing of the season was held April 19 in the Pennsylvania Rail- 
road Room, Y.M.C.A. building. It was to be addressed by 
G. Donald Bullock, district supervisor, Bureau of Motor Car- 
riers, Philadelphia, on the liability of shippers and carriers 
under the motor carrier act, 1935. 





The Miami Valley Traffic Club will have a dinner dance 
at the Miami Hotel, Dayton, O., April 29. 





The Traffic Club of Chicago will take a ride on the Bur- 
lington’s new General Pershing Zephyr to Galesburg, IIl., and 
return, April 26. The hump yard at Galesburg will be in- 
spected. The club will have an auction bridge party April 27. 





The Traffic Club of Kansas City will have its annual spring 
smoker at Drexel Hall April 29. 





The Traffic Club of Minneapolis looked at a sound picture, 
“Alaska’s Silver Millions,” at its noon meeting April 20. April 
27 will be annual “truck day.” The final meeting, May 6, will 
be sponsored by the Twin City Women’s Traffic Club. The 
annual outing will be held June 23, 24 and 25 at Pine Beach 
Hotel, Gull Lake. 





The Indianapolis Motor Transportation Club will have a 
stag meeting the evening of April 27 at the Severin Hotel Roof 
Garden. Winners in the membership campaign will be an- 
nounced. A “sportsman’s weekend” will be held at Lake Wa- 
wassee June 17 and 18. 





The Traffic Club of New York will have a golf outing 
April 27 at the Lakeville Club. 





The Los Angeles Transportation Club will have a golf 
outing at Santa Anita Golf Club, Arcadia, Calif., April 21. The 
speaker at the luncheon April 17 was Judge Reuben Schmidt, 
of the Superior Court, Los Angeles. 





The Warren (O) Traffic Club held a conference and ban- 
quet April 12 in observance of the perfect shipping campaign. 
An address was made by J. V. McMahon, traffic manager, 
Youngstown Chamber of Commerce. 





The fifth annual dinner of the New Haven Traffic Club 
will be held at the Hotel Taft April 27. Over 400 traffic men 
in the area from Boston to New York are expected to attend. 
A. D. Spang, of Winchester Repeating Arms Company, club 
president, will preside. Charles McMenamin of Adley Express 
Company, is general chariman for the event, which will include 
an entertainment program. T. R. Fitz Simmons will be toast- 
master. 


SHORT LINE MEETING 


The 1939 annual meeting of the American Short Line Rail- 
road Association will be held at Hotel Continental, Kansas City, 
Mo., October 23 and 24. Vice-President H. B. Cobban, of 
Miami, Okla., is chairman of the committee on arrangements, 
and President T. H. Steffens, of the Sand Springs Railway, 
Sand Springs, Okla., is a member. 


RAIL PROBLEM ON AIR 


Commissioner Eastman, in his remarks in “America’s Town 
Meeting of the Air,” April 13, said that, for the moment, “the 
railroad managements have got in bed with railroad labor, 
probably because they know that labor now has much more 
political power than they have.” Due to error in transmission 
the word “bad” was used instead of “bed” in the Traffic World, 
April 15, p. 854. 
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NOTE—Items in the docket marked with an asterisk (*) have 
been added since the last issue of The Traffic World. New assign- 
ments now on the Commission’s docket of dates later than herein 
shown will not bear asterisks when they do appear. Current cancel- 
lations and postponements announced too late to show the change in 
this docket will be noted elsewhere. 


April 24—Amarillo, Tex.—Capitol Hotel—Examiner Corcoran and Jt. Bd. 
TT: 
MC 31229, Sub. 1—Keller Truck Lines, Pampa, Tex., certificate to 
extend operations. 
April 24—Boston, Mass.—Manger Hotel—Express Naefe: 
MC 76918—Bateman’s Motor Express, Inc., Salem, Mass., certificate 
or permit. 
April 24—Bluefield, W. Va.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 249: 
MC 1963, Sub. 1—Garst Truck Lines, Bluefield, W. Va., certificate to 
extend operations. 
MC 23715—Flat Top Warehouse Co., Inc., Bluefield, W. Va., license. 
MC 1963—E. H. Garst Truck Line, Bluefield, Va. 
April 24—Chicago, IIl.—Hotel Sherman—Examiner Harrison: 
MC 12146—R. Edgerton, Chicago, license. 
MC 59310, Sub. 3—Sprout & Davis, Inc., Whiting, Ind., permit to 
extend operations. 
MC 67609—W. Binder & Co., Chicago, license. 
MC 87087, Sub. 1—Rothery Storage & Van Co., Des Plaines, Ill., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 
April 24—Elko, Nev.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 128: 
MC 94817—F. E. Massie, Elko, Nev., permit. 


April 24—Little Rock, Ark.—State Comm.—Examiner Simmons: 
MC 34563, Sub. 1—Mrs. P. Dalton, Waldron, Ark., permit to extend 
operations. 
MC 100041—S. C. Campbell, Booneville, Ark., permit. 


April 24—Miles City, Mont.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 82: 
MC 52497, Sub. 1—Nugent’s Transfer & Storage, Miles City, Mont.. 
certificate to extend operations. 


April 24—Minneapolis, Minn.—Hotel Nicollet—Jt. Bd. 145: 
MC 1509, Sub. 21—Greyhound Lines, Minneapolis, certificate to ex- 
tend operations. 
MC 95119—Brazell Motor Freight, Grand Marais, Minn., certificate 
or permit. 


April 24—Montgomery, Ala.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 157: 
MC F-837—Dixie Freight Lines, Inc., purchase, F. W. English. 


April 24—New York, N. Y.—641 Washington St.—Examiner Kephart: 
MC 67124—D. G. Trucking Co., Maspeth, L. I., N. Y., certificate. 
MC 80637—Gass Bros., Inc., New York, certificate or permit. 

MC 95042—M. Goldick, Maspeth, N. Y., permit. 


April 24—Omaha, Neb.—Fontenelle Hotel—Examiner Snow: 
Ex Parte MC 3—In the matter of establishing reasonable require- 
ments to promote safety of operation of motor vehicles used in 
transporting property by private carriers. 


April 24—Philadelphia, Pa.—Chamber of Com.—Examiner Sullivan: 
MC 95755—Ray C. Distel, Philadelphia, Pa., permit. 
MC 95756—James O. Wilgis, West Chester, Pa., certificate. 


April 24—Providence, R. 1.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 18: 
MC 35821—Central Express, Seekonk, Mass., certificate or permit. 


April 24—Rochester, N. Y.—Seneca Hotel—Examiner Haley: 
MC 41583—G. M. Clancy Carting Co., Inc., Rochester, certificate or 
permit. 
MC 68960—Coveney & Evans, Inc., Walworth, N. Y., certificate or 
permit. 


April 24—Sikeston, Mo.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Burns: 
MC 75281—Receiver, Righter Trucking Co., Inc., Sikeston. 


April 24—St. Louis, Mo.—Court & Customs Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 135: 
MC 95789—A. Engler Coal & Hauling, Belleville, Ill., certificate. 
MC 95792—Gruenewald Hardware Co., Belleville, Ill., permit. 


April 24—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Cunningham: 
MC 94605—C. Brown, Culpeper, Va., certificate. 


April 24—Winston-Salem, N. C.—Fed. Bldg.—Examiner Werner: 
MC 30616—Queen Trucking Co., North Wilkesboro, N. C., certificate 
or permit. 


April 25—Charlotte, N. C.—U. S. Court—Examiner Werner: 
MC 7315—M. P. Lipe, Hickory, N. C., certificate or permit. 


April 25—Charleston, W. Va.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 113: 
MC 89768—D. McCoy, Franklin, W. Va., permit. 


April 25—Charleston, W. Va.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 118: 
MC 17770, Sub. 1—H. Bell, Park, W. Va., certificate to extend opera- 
tions. 


April 25—Chicago, II1.—Hotel Sherman—Examiner Harrison: 
MC 89566—Osmundson Transfer, Peoria, Ill., certificate. 
MC 28146—E. Apperley. Chicago. 


April 25—Jacksonville, Fla.—Hotel Mayflower—Jt. Bd. 64: 
MC F-863—Trek, Inc., control, L. & L. Freight Lines, Inc., et al.; 
L. & L. Freight Lines, Inc., lease, Star Truck Line, Inc. 
MC F-864—Trek, Inc., merger, L. & L. Freight Lines, Inc., et al. 
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April 25—Minneapolis, Minn.—Hotel Nicolle-—Examiner Livingstone: 
MC 17044—Cheesebrough Trucking Co., Minneapolis, certificate. 


April 25—New York, N. Y.—Port of New York Authority—Examiner 
Kirby: 
Finance 9952—C. & E. I. reorganization. 
April 25—New York, N. Y.—641 Washington St.—Examiner Kephart: 
MC 94826—South Side Trucking Service, Bayshore, L. I., N. Y., cer- 
tificate. 
April 25—Reno, Nev.—Chamber of Com.—Jt. Bd. 78: 
MC 89718—S. E. Wauchope, Fallon, Nev., certificate. 
April 25—Philadelphia, Pa.—Chamber of Com.—Examiner Sullivan: 


MC 34977, Sub. 1—Domenick Volpe, Philadelphia, Pa., permit to ex- 
tend operations. 


MC 79281—Faye’s Transportation, Inc., Philadelphia, Pa., permit. 
April 25—Providence, R. |.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 134: 
MC 55649 and Sub. 1—Red Star Motor Transportation, Woonsocket, 
R. I., certificate or permit and to extend operations. 
April 25—Rochester, N. Y.—Seneca Hotel—Examiner Haley: 


MC 40147—Poray’s Express Lines, Inc., Rochester, certificate or 
permit. 


MC 89807—A. S. Gilmour, Pavilion, N. Y., certificate. 

MC 51054—A. S. Gilmour, Pavilion, N. Y., certificate or permit. 
April 25—San Francisco, Calif.—Hotel Empire—Examiner Clifford: 

MC F-841—Pacific Motor Trucking Co., purchase, G.de Ghetaldi. 
April 25—St. Louis, Mo.—Court & Customs Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 160: 

MC 27847, Sub. 1—M. F. Blackford, Fairfield, Ill., certificate. 

MC 95341—Bastob Freight Service, Decatur, IIl., certificate. 

MC 100012—Braden Transfer, Maroa, IIl., certificate. 
April 25—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Cunningham and Jt. Bd. 68: 


MC 71061, Sub. 2—O. M. Swimley, Swimley, Va., certificate to extend 
operations. 


MC 84751—Merchants Transfer and Storage Co., Washington, D. C., 
certificate or permit. 
April 25—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Way: 
Fourth section application 17729—Pulpboard from the south. 
April 25—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 


MC-F 363—Black Hills Stages, Inc., purchase, Black Hills Transporta- 
tion Co. 


MC-F 364—Burlington Transportation Co., control, Black Hills Stages, 
Inc. 


April 26—Bristol, Va.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Yardley and Jt. Bd. 
ate: 
MC 89047—R. P. Kelly, Saltville, Va., certificate. 
MC 90828—H. Flanary, Appalachia, Va., permit. 
April 26—Buffalo, N. Y.—Hotel Buffalo—Examiner Haley: 
MC 51967—Holcomb Freightways, East Bloomfield, N. Y., 
icate or permit. 
April 26—Charleston, W. Va.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 312: 
MC 89972—Navy’s Truck Line, Welch, W. Va., certificate. 
April 26—Charlotte, N. C.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bds. 103 and 2: 


MC 7804, Sub. 2—Smith’s Transfer Co., Lenoir, N. C., certificate to 
extend operations. 


MC 12154—Mrs. Julius Fisher Tours, Concord, N. C., license. 


certif- 


April 26—Chicago, II1.—Hotel Sherman—Examiner Harrison: 
MC 8600—Werner Transportation Co., Minneapolis, Minn., certificate 
or permit. 


April 26—Lewistown, Mont.—County Ct.—Jt. Bd. 82: 


MC 29444, Sub. 1 and MC 63642, Sub. 1—Stendal Transportation Co., 
Lewistown, Mont., certificate. 


April 26—Little Rock, Ark.—State Comm.—Examiner Simmons: 
MC 84601, Sub. 2—D. H. McCall, West Tulsa, Okla., certificate to ex- 
tend operations. 


MC 89964—H. F. Watson, Beirne, Ark., certificate. 


April 26—Minneapolis, Minn.—Hotel Nicollet—Examiner Livingstone: 
MC 91764—Miller’s Transfer, Dodge Center, Minn., certificate or 
permit. 


MC 93877—R. Keene, Tomah, Wis., permit. 


April 26—New York, N. Y.—641 Washington St.—Examiner Kephart: 
MC 35124, Sub. 1—Hill Bus Co., Westwood, N. J., certificate to ex- 
tend operations. 


MC 100139—Singer Motor Coach Lines, Inc., New York, certificate. 


April 26—Philadelphia, Pa.—Chamber of Com.—Jt. Bd. 65. 
MC 12152—Auto Travel Bureau, Philadelphia, Pa., license. 
MC 16846—Atlas Storage Co., Philadelphia, Pa., license. 


April 26—Providence, R. 1.—U. S. Postoffice—Jt. Bds. 18 and 134: 
MC 94854—F. B. Sylvester, Fall River, Mass., certificate. 
MC 95722—T. Darezzo, Providence, certificate. 


April 26—Reno, Nev.—Chamber of Com.—Jt. Bds. 78 and 128: 
MC 1901—Humboldt Freight Lines, Inc., Reno. 
MC 78786, Sub. 12 and MC 78787, Sub. 7—Pacific Motor Trucking Co., 
San Francisco, Calif. 


April 26—St. Louis, Mo.—Court & Customs Bldg.—Examiner Dawson: 
MC 94057—Prairie Farms, Bellmont, IIl., certificate. 


April 26—St. Louis, Mo.—Court & Customs Bldg.—Examiner Burns: 
MC 93652, Sub. 1—Gay Hudson Moving & Storage Co., Inc., St. Louis, 
certificate to extend operations. 


April 26—St. Louis, Mo.—Court & Customs Bldg.—Ft. Bd. 135: 
MC 75558, Sub. 1—Smith Forwarding Co., Joplin, Mo., permit to 
extend operations. 
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Have You Read These Books? 


Industrial Traffic Management, by G. Lloyd Wilson 


Thirty-six chapters covering scope of traffic manage- 
ment, training, shipping and receiving, management of 
equipment, rates, rate adjustments, tariffs, routing, 
tracing, expediting, claims, express, parcel post, for- 
eign trade, procedure before I. C. C. and state commis: 
sions, federal regulation. Two volumes—75 cents. 


Principles of Freight Traffic, by G. Lloyd Wilson 


Sixteen chapters covering railroad freight traffic de- 
partments, rules of freight classification, principles of 
rate making, tariff construction and interpretation, 
principles of rate structures, analysis of rate structures 
in Eastern, Southern, Western Trunk Line, Southwest- 
ern, Pacific Coast and Transcontinental territories, and 
the elements of export and import rates. 50 cents. 


Selling Highway Freight Transportation, by Charles E. 
Parks 


Eight chapters covering the effect of regulation on truck 
line merchandising methods, analysis of the shipping 
motives that influence the choice of a transportation 
agency, competition in the selling of transportation, sales 
resistance and how to meet it, suggested techniques for 
salesmen’s use in personal solicitation, and a discussion 
of the most profitable fields for selling highway freight 
transportation. 50 cents. 


Selling Railroad Transportation, by Charles E. Parks 


Ten chapters covering analysis of present selling meth- 
ods, qualifications of railroad salesman, and what he 
should know, four groups of prospects, buying motives, 
analysis of buying process. 50 cents. 


Railroad Organization, Operation and Traffic, by G. Lloyd 
Wilson 


Nineteen chapters covering railroad development, cor- 
porate organization, organization and personnel of traf- 
fic departments, operating departments, roadway and 
structures, rolling stock and equipment, yard and ter- 
minal operation, accounting, solicitation and _ traffic 
development, special and terminal services, passenger 
services and rates, freight rate making and changing, 
public relations. 5@ cents. 


Motor Freight Transportation and Regulation, by G. Lloyd 
Wilson 


Seventeen chapters covering development of motor 
transportation and highways, types of motor freight 
carriers, local and intercity services, motor carrier 
organizations, principles of freight classifications and 
rate making, regulations governing tariffs and sched- 
ules, bills of lading and shipping documents, liability 
and insurance, accounting principles, analysis of various 
forms of regulation. 50 cents. 


Air Transportation, by G. Lloyd Wilson 

Six chapters covering air mail services, the place of air 
express in present day distribution, passenger services, 
the regulation of air transportation by local, state, fed- 
eral and international agencies. Also a seventh chapter 
by Edgar S. Gorrell, President of the Air Transport 
Association of America, which summarizes the status 
of the air line industry of today. 50 cents. 


Traffic Law, by G. Lloyd Wilson 


Ten chapters covering duties and liability of carriers, spe- 
cial rates and rebates, claims, embargoes, freight pool- 
ing, payment of freight charges, as governed by the 
interstate commerce act and common law, and as ap- 
plied by the federal courts. 50 cents. 


TRAFFIC WORLD manuals may be ordered at the single copy 
prices listed; any two for 75 cents; three or more, 35 cents 
each; in lots of twenty-five or more, 30 cents each. Postage is 


prepaid. 


Complete Set of All Manuals.........$2.90 


Send remittance with order to 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


Chicago, Illinois 
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April 26—Topeka, Kan.—State Comm.—Jt. Bds. 307 and 36: 
MC 1007, Sub. 2—McCarter Truck Line, Topeka, permit to extend 
operations. 
MC 56387, Sub. 1—Kansas Transfer & Storage Co., Topeka, certif- 
icate to extend operations. 
April 26—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Curtis: 
1. & S. 4606—Paper, Canton, N. C., to Atlanta, Ga. 


April 27—Albany, N. Y.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner King: 
28000, Sub. 17—Application of D. & H. for approval of proposed modi- 


fication of systems or devices under section 26(b) of the interstate 
commerce act. 


April 27—Buffalo, N. Y.—Hotel Buffalo—Examiner Haley and Jt. Bd. 74: 
MC 1558—Smith Truck Lines, Le Roy, N. Y., certificate or permit. 
MC 89859—Standard Sales Service, Buffalo, certificate. 


April 27—Charleston, W. Va.—State Comm.—Examiner Messer: 
MC 11221, Sub. 1—Mrs. E. Goodson, Davy, W. Va., certificate to ex- 
tend operations. 
MC 89846—Mrs. S. E. Gibson, Bluefield, W. Va., permit. 
April 27—Charlotte, N. C.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bds. 196 and 130: 
12153—The Moore Tours, Charlotte, N. C., license. 
MC 100128—Hunter Truck Line, Lancaster, S. C., certificate. 


April 27—Chicago, II1.—Hotel Sherman—Examiner Harrison: 
MC 3000, Sub. 1—Bryant Trucking Co., Macy, Ind., permit to extend 
operations. 


MC 95677—M. J. Hayes & Sons, Storage & Moving, Chicago, cer- 
tificate. 


MC 95690—Acorn Express & Van Co., Chicago, certificate. 
April 27—Chicago, !Il.—Hotel Sherman—Examiner Linn: 

MC 2188—Stream Line, Inc., North Minneapolis, Minn. 
April 27—Dallas, Tex.—Baker Hotel—Examiner Snow: 

Ex Parte MC 3—In the matter of establishing reasonable requirements 
to promote safety of operation of motor vehicles used in trans- 
porting property by private carriers. 

April 27—-Fresno, Calif.—Hotel California—Jt. Bd. 75: 

MC-F 738—Huntington Stage Lines, Inc., purchase, T. P. Ferguson. 
April 27—Great Falls, Mont.—Rainbow Hotel—Jt. Bd. 82: 

MC 88514—J. E. Kirk; Lethbridge, Alberta, Can. 

MC 95501—E. O. Peterson, Cut Bank, Mont., certificate. 


April 27—Minneapolis, Minn.—Hotel Nicollet—Examiner Peterson: 
1. & S. M-644—Film Express Service, commodities from Twin Citles. 
April 27—New York, N. Y.—Port of New York Authority—Examiner 
Kirby: 
Finance 10008—St. L.-S. F. reorganization. 
Finance 10882—C. M. St. P. & P. reorganization. 
April 27—New York, N. Y.—641 Washington St.—Examiner Kephart: 
* MC 3568—Keeshin Motor Express Co., Inc., New York, certificate or 
permit. 


* MC 3568, Sub. 1—K. F. L., Inc., Chicago, certificate to extend opera- 
tions. 


April 27—Philadelphia, Pa.—Chamber of Com.—Jt. Bd. 65: 
MC 11320—Philadelphia Motor Express Terminal, Philadelphia, Pa., 
license. 


McC 15003—Henry J. Friedman, Philadelphia, Pa., license. 


April 27—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 59: 
MC 74791—Lincoln Trails System, Inc., Chicago, Ill., extension of 
operations to Pittsburgh, Pa. 


April 27—Salina, Kan.—Chamber of Com.—Jt. Bd. 36: 
MC 89094—R. Kellogg, Glasco, Kan., certificate. 


April 27—Springfield, Mass.—Kimball Hotel—Examiner Brooks: 
MC 51148, Sub. 1—G. E. Bell, South Deerfield, Mass., certificate to 
extend operations. 
MC 89796—L & M Express, Springfield, Mass., permit. 
MC 89977—H. E. Ashley, West Springfield, Mass., certificate. 


April 27—St. Louis, Mo.—Court and Customs Bldg.—Examiner Dawson: 
1. & S. M-614—Burch Truck Line, commodities between Chicago 
and Kansas. 


April 27—St. Louis, Mo.—Court & Customs Bldg.—Jt. Bds. 243 and 135: 
MC 89894—Main Street Coal Co., Cape Girardeau, Mo., permit. 
MC 93538—Bonded Hauling Co., St. Louis, permit. 
MC 93698—P. Jones, St. Louis, permit. 


MC C-107—Be-Mac Transport Co. et al. vs. N. E. Rosenblum Truck 
Lines. 


April 27—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Rice: 
* 1. & S. 4581—Candy, Reading, Pa., to Baltimore, Md. 
* MC C-108—Candy and confectionery Reading, Pa., to Baltimore, Md. 
* MC C-118—Candy and confectionery by motor carrier, Hershey, Pa., 
to Baltimore, Md. 
* Ex Parte 130—Candy and confectionery by rail, Hershey, Pa., to Bal- 
timore, Md. 
April 28—Buffalo, N. Y.—Hotel Buffalo—Examiner Haley: 
MC 59355, Sub. 1—Martin Transports, Ltd., Toronto, Can., certificate 
to extend operations. 
MC 91268—Eden Transportation Service, Eden, N. Y., certificate or 
permit. 
MC 92304—Schlager Carting Co., Buffalo, certificate or permit. 


April 28—Charlotte, N. C.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 103: 
MC 15004—Security Warehouse Co., High Point, N. C., license. 
April 28—Chicago, I!!l.—Hotel Sherman—Examiner Harrison: 
MC 93339—Jackson Storage & Van Co., Chicago, certificate or permit. 
MC 94398—Trans Seas Shipping Co., Chicago, certificate or permit. 
MC 94457—J. Legamaro, Chicago, permit. 
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C. G. W. Fast Freight No. 82 passing over C. G. W. viaduct at Ft. Dodge, 
Iowa, en route from Omaha with perishable freight for Chicago and Eastern 
markets. The viaduct is one of the longest in Iowa, being almost one-half 
mile in length. The maximum height is 140 feet. It spans the Des Moines 
River, two railroads and five highways. 
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Perishables! 


Day after day, luscious fruits and green vege- 
tables from the West and Northwest speed to 
Chicago and Eastern markets over the ‘‘Great 
Western” regularly and dependably on time. 


You can rely on the ‘’Great Western’’—it is 
geared to handle your shipments efficiently 
and speedily. 


Your nearest '’Great Western” representative 
will be glad to tell how you can use the facili- 
ties of this railroad to advantage. 


B. F. PARSONS, Traffic Manager 
309 W. Jackson Blvd., Chicago, Illinois 


Traffic Offices in the Larger Cities 


CHICAGO GREAT WESTERN RAILROAD 





The Corn Belt Route 
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Following a meeting of the Illinois Central board of direc- 
tors April 15, it was announced that Fred H. Law would become 
vice-president in charge of the traffic department May 1, 
succeeding Charles C. Cameron, who will retire after forty-five 
years of Illinois Central service. Mr. Law is now general traffic 
manager. Roy E. Barr, now assistant traffic manager, will 
become freight traffic manager in charge of commercial work 
at Chicago. William Haywood, now freight traffic manager, 
will become freight traffic manager in charge of solicitation 
work at Chicago. Joseph L. Sheppard, now assistant traffic 
manager at St. Louis, will become freight traffic manager in 
charge of rate matters at Chicago. Robert A. Trovillion, now 
general freight agent at Chicago, will become assistant freight 
traffic manager at Chicago. Ernest J. Carr, now general traffic 
agent at Birmingham, will become assistant traffic manager 
at St. Louis, succeeding Mr. Sheppard. Willis L. Reeves, now 
general freight agent at Memphis, will become general freight 
agent at Chicago, succeeding Mr. Trovillion. Robert W. Quind- 
ley, now assistant general freight agent at Memphis, will be- 
come general freight agent at Memphis, succeeding Mr. Reeves. 

Bon Geaslin has resigned as general counsel of the Mari- 
time Commission to practice law. 

C. S. Baer has been appointed freight representative, Nickel 
Plate, at Chicago, succeeding L. F. Kluever, transferred. 

Joe Hardin has been appointed, commercial agent, Louisi- 
ana and Arkansas, at Tulsa and is in charge of the Tulsa 
agency. 

Harry A. Laing will May 6 retire as general traffic man- 
ager, Libby, McNeill, and Libby, Chicago, after more than thirty 
years in that position. He will be succeeded by Albert W. Ban- 
=< who has been assistant traffic manager. He will live in Cali- 

ornia. 

J. L. Johnson has been appointed district manager of the 
Inter-State Motor Freight System at Muncie, Indiana, and Her- 
man H. Burwell, terminal manager at Lima, Ohio. 


Forrest R. Keach, for the last ten years connected with 
the traffic department of Bowman Dairy Company, has been 
promoted to the position of traffic manager of the dry milk 
department. 


Because of the death of C. J. Flynn, general traffic man- 
ager, central division, General Mills, Inc. Y. H. Sparrow, 
general traffic manager, southwestern division, will be trans- 
ferred to Chicago to succeed Mr. Flynn; F. H. Cross, traffic 
manager at Oklahoma City, succeeds Mr. Sparrow and also will 
continue to serve in his present capacity. The name of C. J. 
Flynn will be removed from the General Mills, Inc., traffic 
committee and F. H. Cross substituted. The changes are ef- 
fective April 25. 


Sixty years of continuous service with one company, the 
entire time spent in the same department, were commemorated 
April 21 by Benjamin A. Dousman, accountant for the Mil- 
waukee Road in the road’s general offices in the Chicago Union 
Station. Fellow officers and employes gave Mr. Dousman a 
dinner at the Chicago Traffic Club rooms Friday night. Walter 
V. Wilson, comptroller of the railroad, presided and presented 
him with a gold button, emblematic of 60 years’ service and 
membership in the road’s employe association. Although tra- 
dition dictates that railroad cars shall not be named for 
living persons, Mr. Dousman enjoys the unique experience of 
frequently seeing a Milwaukee Road sleeping car with his 
family name stenciled on its sides roll in or out of the Chicago 
Union Station, for the name Dousman has long been associated 
with the railroad, having its first recognition in 1851 when Tal- 
bot C. Dousman served as a member of a reception committee 
at a public festival to mark the completion of the 21-mile first 
unit of the railroad from Milwaukee to Waukesha, Wis. 

W. A. Hill, chief examiner in the Commission’s Bureau 
of Motor Carriers has resigned, effective May 15, to enter prac- 
tice with an office in Washington. He has associated himself 
with Harry C. Ames, also formerly a member of the Commis- 
sion’s staff, in the practice of law, the firm name to be Ames, 
Hill & Ames, the second Ames being the son of the senior 
member of the firm. 

Charles A. Gillett has been appointed industrial forester, 
Seaboard Air Line, at Norfolk, Va., succeeding A. E. Wacker- 
man, resigned. 

E. T. Parks has been appointed assistant general freight 
agent, Burlington, at Omaha, succeeding G. R. Glover, pro- 
moted. He is succeeded as assistant general freight agent at 
Chicago by J. T. Baldwin. 
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David A. Kyle, commercial agent, D. L. & W., at Minne- 
apolis, will retire May 1 after more than 50 years of railroad 
service. He will be succeeded by Lester L. Newell who, in 
turn, will be succeeded as commercial agent at St. Paul by 
Roy A. Warren. 

F. O. Dayton, former managing director of the Tree Line 
Navigation Company, has been appointed assistant freight 
traffic manager, Northern Navigation Division, Canada Steam- 
ship Lines, Limited, with headquarters at Sarnia, Ontario. 





April 28—Great Falls, Mont.—Rainbow Hotel—Jt. Bd. 82: 

MC 95749—United Transfer & Storage Co., Havre, Mont., certificate. 
April 28—Los Angeles, Calif.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 47: 

MC F-832—United Truck Service, purchase, Valley Trucking Service. 
April 28—Minneapolis, Minn.—Hotel Nicollet—-Examiner Peterson: 

1. & S. M-651—Fish, frozen, Twin Cities to Chicago. 


April 28—New York, N. Y.—641 Washington St.—Jt. Bds. 159 and 22: 
MC 12163—Tourist Guidance Bureau, Inc., Newark, N. J., license. 
MC 100021—Seashore Stages, Inc., Rockville Centre, N. Y., certificate. 
MC 77391—S & H Hill, Brooklyn, N. Y., certificate or permit. 

April 28—New York, N. Y.—641 Washington St.—Jt. Bd. 67 and Ex- 

aminer Hendon: 

* MC F-872—C. L. Needes, control, Fisher's Express. 

* MC F-874—Z. & M. Coach Co., Inc., operation, bus service proposed 

by Columbia Sight-Seeing Co., Inc. 

April 28—Philadelphia, Pa.—Chamber of Com.—Jt. Bd. 65: 

MC 20568—Miller North Broad Storage Co., Philadelphia, Pa., license. 
MC 48264—Fidelity 20th Century Storage Warehouse Co., Philadelphia, 
Pa., license. 


April 28—St. Louis, Mo.—Court & Customs Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 243: 
MC 15318, Sub. 1—G. Kimbel Truck Line, Inc., Cape Girardeau, Mo., 
certificate to extend operations. 
April 29—Buffalo, N. Y.—Hotel Buffalo—Examiner Haley: 
MC 89259—Ridge Road Express, Inc., Medina, N. Y., certificate. 
MC 89968—Niagara Falls Coach Lines, Niagara Falls, N. Y., certificate. 


April 29—Chicago, !!|.—Hotel Sherman—Examiner Harrison: 
MC 95293—Evanston Cartage Service, Evanston, Ill., certificate. 
MC 95491—Moore’s Express and Van Co., Chicago, certificate. 


April 29—Hartford, Conn.—State Comm.—Examiner Brooks: 
MC 49323—Carlson & Co., Manchester, Conn., certificate or permit. 


April 29—New York, N. Y.—641 Washington St.—Examiner Kephart: 
MC 42242—Consolidated Bus Terminal, Inc., New York, license. 
MC 43783—Singer Motor Coach Lines, New York, license. 


April 29—Philadelphia, Pa.—Benjamin Franklin Hotel—Jt. Bd. 65. 
MC 15084—Associated Packers and Shippers, Philadelphia, Pa., license. 
MC 22111—Spring Garden Freight Station, Philadelphia, Pa., license. 


April 29—St. Louis, Mo.—Court & Customs Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 91: 
MC 88982, Sub. 2—Frisco Transportation Co., St. Louis, certificate 
to extend operations. 


April 29—Wichita, Kan.—Broadview Hotel—Examiner Dunn: 
MC 89719—J. D. Addis, Parsons, Kan., certificate. 


May 1—Atlanta, Ga.—Atlanta Biltmore Hotel—Examiner Snow: 
Ex Parte MC 3—In the matter of establishing reasonable requirements 
to promote safety of operation of motor vehicles used in trans- 
porting property by private carriers. 


May 1—Buffalo, N. Y.—Hotel Buffalo—Examiner Haley: 
MC 19623—W. Fox Travel Service, New York, N. Y., license. 
MC 78306—Comet Transportation, Inc., Buffalo, certificate. 


May 1—Hartford, Conn.—State Comm.—Examiner Brooks: 
MC 2535—New London & Boston Trans. Co., New London, Conn., 
certificate. 
MC 14280, Sub. 1—C. & C. Transportation, Central Village, Conn., 
certificate to extend operations. 
May 1—Charlotte, N. C.—U. S. Court—Examiner Werner: 
MC 60749—McDougald Transfer Co., Cheraw, S. C., certificate or per- 
mit. 


May 1—Charlotte, N. C.—U. S. Court—Examiner Hinely: 
* MC F-873—Atlantic States Motor Lines, Inc., purchase, E. & H. 
Trucking Co., Inc. 

May 1—Chicago, IIl.—Hotel Sherman—Jt. Bd. 21: 
MC 63967—Broderick Teaming Co., Chicago, Ill., certificate or permit. 
MC 92630—L. Timm, Medaryville, Ind., certificate or permit. 

May 1—El Paso, Tex.—Paso Del Norte Hotel—Examiner Clifford: 
MC-F 829—R. G. Spitzer, purchase, H. Howe. 

May 1—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel President—Examiner Dawson: 
1. & S. M-638—Sugar—Colorado to Kansas and Missouri. 


May 1—Lansing, Mich.—State Comm.—Examiner Harrison: 
MC 73701—B. Glupker, Grand Rapids, Mich., certificate or permit. 
MC 100055—F. Leonard, Palmyra, Mich., certificate. 


May 1—Milwaukee, Wis.—Hotel Schroeder—Examiner Cunningham: 
MC 1871, Sub. 1—Admiral Moving and Storage Co., Milwaukee, cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 
May 1—Missoula, Mont.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 82: 
MC 89978—Fortman Truck Line, Hamilton, Mont., certificate. 


May 1—New York, N. Y.—641 Washington St.—Examiner Kephart: 
MC 25894—Stefanile Transportation Co., New York, certificate or 
permit. 
MC 86188, Sub. 4—Northland Petroleum Transport Co., Lancaster, 
Pa., permit to extend operations. 
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May 1—Philadelphia, Pa.—Benjamin Franklin Hotel—Jt. Bd. 67: 
MC 7196—Atlantic City & Philadelphia Express, Pleasantville, N. J., 
certificate or permit. 


If time is worth money to you— May 1—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 59: 


MC 89997—H. S. Jarvis and Son, Steubenville, O., permit. 
MC 94801—G. McBride, Jr., McKees Rocks, Pa., permit. 


you should be é subscriber for May 1—Sacramento, Calif.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 75: 


MC 27189, Sub. 3—Sacramento-Corning Freight Lines, Ltd., Sacra- 


mento, certificate to extend operations. 
MC 89533—F. C. Schott, Bieber, Calif., permit. 
May 1—St. Louis, Mo.—Court & Customs Bldg.—Jt. Bds. 149, 135 
and 36: 
MC 1596, Sub. 1—Belleville-St. Louis Coach Co., Belleville, Ill., cer- 
tificate to extend operation. 
all " MC 89534—A. Sanders, St. Louis, certificate. 
MC 89708—E. Hubele, St. Louis, certificate. 


Because the DAILY reduces to a minimum 
the valuable time between the taking of any 
action by the Commission, the Maritime 
Commission, shippers or carriers, and the 
delivery of full information into your hands. 
That is why so many railroad, motor carrier, 
and industrial traffic men are regular DAILY 
subscribers. 


They know they can depend on the DAILY 
to bring them first news of the decisions and 
proposed reports in which they have a 
special interest. They know it will keep 
them in touch with the hearings in important 
cases—just as ifthey had their own represent- 
ative at the Commission, or Maritime Com- 
mission, or at meetings elsewhere, to keep 
them posted. 


They know too, that when they want a copy 
of a decision or report, or detailed informa- 
tion about any rate matter or proceeding, 
they can write or wire our Special Service 
Department—and get it quickly. 


The DAILY service is the busy traffic man’s 
right hand man. It is the ideal combination 
of a prompt, all-inclusive news service and 
a complete group of personal, intelligent 
traffic services. Ask any subscriber, and he 
will tell you that it takes the place of an 
expert traffic assistant at a fraction of the 
expense. 


The cost is reasonable because it is spread 
over a large number of organizations whose 
service requests are ‘grouped’ to minimize 
expense. 


Ask us to place your name on the DAILY 
mailing list for two weeks, without oblige- 
tion, and to send you complete information 
about the special services which are in- 
cluded with every subscription. 


May 1—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Sharp: 
27766—Alden Coal Co. et al. vs. C. of N. J. et al. 


May 1—Wheeling, W. Va.—McLure Hotel—Examiner Johnson: 
28232—Tri-State Pipe Co. vs. A. & S. et al. 


May 1—Wichita, Kan.—Broadview Hotel—Jt. Bds. 195 and 180: 
MC 89733—F. Stevens, Hutchinson, Kan., permit. 
MC 95736—F. Jayne Transfer, Wichita, Kan., certificate. 


May 2—Charlotte, N. C.—U. S. Court—Examiner Werner: 
MC 73673—G. & M. Transfer Co., Statesville, N. C., certificate. 


May 2—Chicago, !1|.—Hotel Sherman—Jt. Bd. 73: 
MC 37704—Raymond Brown Motor Truck Service, Michigan City, Ind., 
certificate or permit. 


May 2—Grand Junction, Colo.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Corcoran: 
MC 75483, Sub. 1—Roper Freight Service, Grand Junction, certificate 
to extend operations. : 
MC 75483—Roper Freight Service, Grand Junction, Colo., certificate 
or permit. 
May 2—Hartford, Conn.—State Comm.—Jt. Bds. 227 and 22: 
MC 56541, Sub. 3—New England Transportation Co., Boston, cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 
MC 78669, Sub. 1—Montano Petroleum Transport, Thompsonville, 
Conn., certificate to extend operations. 
MC 94735—D. & W. Line, Hamden, Conn., certificate. 
May 2—Jamestown, N. Y.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Haley: 
MC 89930—Dixson & Durst, Bradford, Pa., permit. 
MC 94610—C. B. Hart, Olean, N. Y., certificate. 
May 2—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel President—Jt. Bd. 195: 
MC 18092—Hicks Truck Co., Kansas City, Mo., common carrier ap- 
plication. 
May 2—Lansing, Mich.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 76: 
MC 51749, Sub. 1—Hastings Truck Co., Kalamazoo, Mich., permit 
to extend operations. 
MC 74403—B. D. Beardsley, Muskegon, Mich., common carrier appli- 


cation. 
May 2—Little Rock, Ark.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 38 and Examiner Sim- 
mons: 
MC C-71—Southwestern Motor Freight Bureau, Inc., vs. Gill Trans- 
port Co. 
MC C-72—Southwestern Motor Freight Bureau, Inc., vs. Warr and 
McCulley. 


May 2—Milwaukee, Wis.—Hotel Schroeder—Jt. Bd. 96: 
MC 72285, Sub. 2—Motor Transport Co., Milwaukee, certificate to 
extend operations. 
May 2—Milwaukee, Wis.—Hotel Schroeder—Jt. Bd. 13: 
MC 94069—State Line Transfer Supply Co., Genoa City, Wis., permit. 


May 2—New York, N. Y.—641 Washington St.—Examiner Kephart: 
MC 45485—Union Van Corp., New York, certificate. 
MC 12142—York Coach Lines, New York, license. 


May 2—Philadelphia, Pa.—Benjamin Franklin Hotel—Jt. Bd. 67: 
MC 87661—R. D. Leavy, Vineland, N. J., certificate or permit. 
MC 89727—Inter-Cities Dispatch, Philadelphia, Pa., certificate. 
May 2—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bdg.—Jt. Bd. 27: 
MC 21459, Sub. 1—T. H. Jones, Clarks Mills, Pa., permit to extend 
operations. 
MC 95796—F. Leon, Sharon, Pa., certificate. 


May 2—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Armes: 
1. & S. 4594—Track material, California to Calexico, Calif. 
May 2—Sacramento, Calif.—U. S. Court.—Jt. Bd. 75: 
MC 92592 and Sub. 1—G. E. Taylor, Galt, Calif., certificate or permit 
and to extend operations. 
May 2—St. Louis, Mo.—Court & Customs Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 135: 
MC 89384—C. W. Kaufmann, General Drayage, St. Louis, certificate. 
MC 89467—E. Baer, St. Louis, certificate. 


May 2—St. Louis, Mo.—Court & Customs Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 135: 


THE DAILY TRAFFIC WORLD eo ere re ene a ey See ae ee 


and TRAFFIC BULLETIN 


Published by 


The Traffic Service Corporation 


418 South Market Street 





May 2—Wichita, Kan.—Broadview Hotel—Jt. Bds. 43 and 36: 
MC 34057 and Sub. 1—E. A. Cockreham Transport, Dodge City, Kan., 
certificate or permit and to extend operations. 
MC 71151, Sub. 4—C. E. Jones, Wichita, permit to extend operations. 
May 3—Binghamton, N. Y.—U. S. Court—Examiner Haley: 
MC 89578, Sub. 2—J. H. Woodward, Oneonta, N. Y., certificate to 
extend operations. 


Chicago MC 89822—J. J. Connelly, Binghamton, certificate. 


May 3—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Manger—Examiner Coyle: 
Ex Parte MC 22—New England motor carrier rates. 
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Watch Your Rates 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD brings you notice of 
action taken on rate matters before the Com- 
mission. To be completely informed, you should 
also be on the mailing list for THE TRAFFIC 
BULLETIN, which will bring you notice of 
action proposed and action taken in any rate 
matters by any of the standing rate committees. 


The dockets of the following, their hearing bul- 
letins and, in most cases, their disposition 
notices are regular weekly contents of the 
BULLETIN: 


Central Freight Association 

Eastern Commodity Rate Revision Committee 
Express Classification Committee 

Illinois Freight Association 

Intercoastal Steamship Freight Association 
National Diversion and Reconsignment Committee 
New England Freight Association 

Southern Freight Association 

Southern Ports Foreign Freight Committee 
Southwestern Freight Bureau 
Texas-Louisiana Freight Bureau 
Transcontinental Freight Bureau 

Trunk Line Association 

Western Trunk Line Committee 


Missing Tariffs Are Costly 


Another important function of THE TRAFFIC 
BULLETIN is the furnishing of a weekly check 
of your tariff file. An abstract of all new tariffs, 
classifications and supplements filed with the 
Interstate Commerce Commission (railroads 
and motor carriers) and the U. S. Maritime 
Commission (steamship lines) is mailed to 
BULLETIN subscribers every Saturday morn- 
ing. This tariff file check is made complete 
by publication of investigation and suspen- 
sion orders, suspension orders vacated; fourth 
section applications and orders; short notice 
permissions; abstracts of all tariffs returned; 
released rate orders; express tariffs; embargo 
notices, as reported to the car service division 
of the Association of American Railroads. 


The complete docket of the Consolidated 


Classification Committee is mailed to 
BULLETIN subscribers as issued. 





Requests for further details should be addressed 
to 


THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN 


418 S. Market St. Chicago 
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ISHING is a delightful sport, but it is no fun 

at all to fish around for a solution to your 
shipping problems. Stop it, and specify Precision 
Transportation, the unexcelled merchandise freight 
service of the Norfolk and Western Railway. Thous- 
ands of shippers throughout the country have found 
that the Norfolk and Western's freight service is 
dependable, fast and economical. 


Call or write the railway'’s nearest representative. 








th) 







PRECISION TRANSPORTATION 
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MILWAUKEE 7 
ST PAUL 


ANDO 


PACIFIC 


CARRIERS 
of the 
Nation's Freight 


NPUBLICIZED and unsung, The 

Milwaukee Road's giant freight 
locomotives are the work-horses of the 
rails. Day in and day out, through every 
weather, they pull heavy tonnages of 
the nation’s freight over 11,000 miles 
of line. 





Milwaukee Road freight service in- 
cludes free pick-up and delivery of less 
than carload lots—a convenience and 
an economy for the small shipper who 
requires door-to-door service. 


With fine, modern equipment and 
an efficient personnel, The Milwaukee 
Road is able to offer you fast service 
and prompt delivery of freight in any 
classification and in any quantity. 


Ask your local representative to as- 
sist you in solving your transportation 


problems. 
E. W. SOERGEL M. H. McEWEN 
Freight Traffic Manager Western Traffic Manager 
Chicago, Ill. Seattle, Wash. 
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May 3—Charlotte, N. C.—U. S. Court—Examiner McCaslin: 
1. & S. M-653—Basis for class rates between Dundalk, Md., ane 
south. 


May 3—Columbia, S. C.—Fed. Court—Examiner Werner: 
MC 100064—Edd Porter, Chester, S. C., certificate. 
May 3—Erie, Pa.—U. S. Court—Examiner Armes: 
28165—National Erie Corp. vs. N. Y. C. 
May 3—Green Bay, Wis.—U. S. Court—Examiner Cunningham: 
MC 52419—Jones Transfer Line, Green Bay, certificate or permit. 
May 3—Hartford, Conn.—State Comm.—Examiner Brooks and Jt. Bd. 
159: 
MC 32918—L. S. Johnson & Son, Hartford, certificate or permit. 
MC 44027—Connecticut Motor Express, Bridgeport, Conn., certificate 
or permit. 
May 3—Lansing, Mich.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 163: 
MC 1512, Sub. 1—Greyhound Lines, Windsor, Ont., certificate to ex- 
tend operations. 


May 3—Minneapolis, Minn.—Nicollet Hotel—Examiner Peterson: 
MC C-98-——Dairy products in the northwest. 
1. & S. M-620—Dairy products, South Dakota to Chicago, III. 
1. & S. M-660—Dairy products, Minnesota to Chicago and Milwaukee. 


May 3—New York, N. Y.—641 Washington St.—Examiner Kephart: 

MC 1976, Sub. 1—J. Newton, Kearny, N. J., certificate to extend 
operations. 

MC 10197, Sub. 2—Maco Trucking Co., Ridgefield, N. J., 
to extend operations. 

May 3—Philadelphia, Pa.—Benjamin Franklin Hotel—Jt. Bd. 67: 
MC 84998—Needham’s Motor Service, Inc., Philadelphia, Pa., permit. 
MC 100048—-H. Werksman, Philadelphia, Pa., permit. 

May 3—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 27: 

MC 88831—W. H. Hute, Youngstown, O., contract carrier application. 

May 3—San Antonio, Tex.—Hotel Plaza—Examiner Clifford: 

MC F-814—C. 'T. English, purchase, C. E. Isom. 
May 3—San Antonio, Tex.—Hotel Plaza—Jt. Bd. 77: 
* MC F-869—Bowen Motor Coaches, lease, Highway Transportation Co. 


May 3—San Francisco, Calif.—Empire Hotel—Jt. Bd. 75: 

MC 91662—G. Mattesich, Farmington, Calif., certificate or permit. 
May 3—Spokane, Wash.—Davenport Hotel—Jt. Bd. 169: 

MC 94254—R. Doolittle, Priest River, Ida., certificate. 
May 3—St. Louis, Mo.—Coronado Hotel—Examiner Johnson: 

1. & S. 4611—Loading scrap iron in southwest. 


May 3—St. Louis, Mo.—Court & Customs Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 135: 
MC 90685—L. Dougan, St. Louis, certificate or permit. 
MC 90847—W. Foster, Auxvasse, Mo., certificate. 
MC 92219—R. Rodgers, Brentwood, Mo., certificate or permit. 
May 3—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
Ex Parte MC 9—In the matter of filing of contracts by contract car- 
riers by motor vehicle. 
Ex Parte MC 27—Central territory contract carrier rates. 
May 3—Wichita, Kan.—Broadview Hotel—Jt. Bd. 43: 
MC 10746, Sub. 3—E. L. Semke, Enid, Okla. 


May 4—Binghamton, N. Y.—U. S. Court—Examiner Haley: 
MC 38505, Sub. 1—Berman’s Motor Express, Binghamton, certificate 
to extend operations. 
MC 100002—B & F Bag Co., Owego, N. Y., certificate. 


May 4—Chicago, IIi.—Hotel Sherman—Jt. Bd.—73: 
MC 40004, Sub. 1—Hall’s Express, Inc., Zeeland, Mich., certificate to 
extend operations. 


May 4—Columbia, S. C.—Fed. Court—Jt. Bd. 177: 
MC 95765—James Harrison Service, Gaffney, S. C., certificate. 


May 4—Columbus, O.—Deshler Wallick Hotel—Examiner Rice: 
28218— Intrastate rates on fluxing stone in Ohio. 


May 4—Dallas, Tex.—Baker Hotel—Examiner Clifford and Jt. Bd. 16: 
MC F-815—C. T. English, purchase, B. E. Barker et al. 
MC F-817—C. T. English, purchase, L. E. Goff. 
MC F-820—W. A. Johnson, purchase, B. I. Bridgeman. 


May 4—Dallas, Tex.—Baker Hotel—Examiner Clifford: 
MC F-847—Southwestern Transportation Co., purchase, W. A. John- 
son, 


May 4—Lansing, Mich.—State Comm.—Jt. Bds. 73 and 23: 
MC 89675—W. E. Batchelder, Allegan, Mich., certificate. 
MC 89746—J. Meyette, Pinconning, Mich., permit. 

May 4—New York, N. Y.—641 Washington St.—Examiner Kephart: 
MC 18585—W. Puzio, Wallington, N. J., certificate or permit. 
MC 22506—A. Amatrudi, Jersey City, N. J., certificate or permit. 


May 4—Philadelphia, Pa.—Benjamin Franklin Hotel—Jt. Bd. 67: 


certificate 


MC 26013, Subs. 1 and 2—Hockman’s Motor Express, Terre Hill, Pa., 


permit to extend operations. 
MC 100070—R. W. A. Wood, Philadelphia, Pa., permit. 


May 4—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Garofalo and Jt. Bd. 


236 : 


MC 74618 and Sub. 1—Warren Transfer & Storage Co., Warren, Pa., 


certificate or permit and to extend operations. 
May 4—San Francisco, Calif.—Empire Hotel—Jt. Bd. 75: 
MC 89961—F. W. Handel, Shafter, Calif., permit. 


May 4—Spokane, Wash.—Davenport Hotel—Jt. Bds. 79 and 169: 


MC 1545, Sub. 1—Merchants Transfer and Storage, Sandpoint, Ida., 


certificate to extend operations. 


MC 84531, Sub. 2—Widsteen Gasoline Transport Co., Inc., Ellensburg, 


Wash., certificate to extend operations. 
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WISE SHIPPERS 


ROUTE WITH CONFIDENCE 
VIA 


PORT HOUSTON 


i 


Houston’s unmatched advantages 
point the way to new savings and 
conveniences. 


J. Russell Wait 


Director of the Port 
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Saal, Que “semeee 
fo TULSA and 
OKLAHOMA CITY 


FROM 


CHICAGO - DAYTON - INDIANAPOLIS 
(early Ist morning from ST. LOUIS to TULSA) 
(early 2nd morning from ST.LOUIS to OKLAHOMA CITY) 


VIKING FREIGHT COMPANY 
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QUAKER LINE 


and 


CALIFORNIA EASTERN LINE 


Coast to Coast Services 
Albany, New York, Philedelphie, Baltimore, Norfolk, 
Newport News, Savannah, Jacksonville, Cristobal 
and 


San Diego, Los Angeles, San Francisco, Oakland, Stockton, Sacramento, 
Portland, Seattle and Tacoma 


DAWNIC STEAMSHIP CORP. 


General Eastern Agents 
17 Battery Place, New York 
Albany—D & H Building Chicago—327 S. LaSalle St. 
Philedelphie—The Bourse Pittsburgh—Gulf Bldg. 
Norfolk—111 E. Plume Street Detroit—General Motors Bidg. 
Baltimore—Keyser Building Savannah—Cotton Exchange Bidg. 
Boston—33 Broad Street Jacksonville—P. O. Box 1866 





ROUTE GALVESTON= 


For EFFICIENT, 
ECONOMICAL SERVICE 
and QUICK DISPATCH 


Galveston Wharf Company 


Est. 1854 
Geo. Sealy, Pres. F. W. Parker, V. P. & G. M. 
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May 4—Spokane, Wash.—Davenport Hotel—Jt. Bd. 81: 
MC 2862, Sub. 4—Arrow Transportation Co., Richmond Highlands, 
Wash., certificate to extend operations. 
May 4—St. Louis, Mo.—Court and Customs Blidg.—Jt. Bd. 135: 
MC 93908—O. Hecker, St. Louis, permit. 
MC 95706—Clendenny Bros., Mozier, Ill., certificate. 
MC 95710—W. Elling, Campbell Hill, Ill., certificate. 
May 4—St. Louis, Mo.—Court & Customs Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 135: 
MC 59734 and MC 59735—Ohley Transfer Co., Alton, Ill., certificate 
or permit. 
May 4—St. Louis, Mo.—Coronado Hotel—Examiner Johnson: 
*1. & S. 4617—Grain to Evansville, Ind., and Henderson, Ky. 
May 4—St. Louis, Mo.—Coronado Hotel—Examiner Johnson: 
* Fourth section application 17779—Coke to Keokuk, Ia. 
May 5—Binghamton, N. Y.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 67: 
MC 71157—White Lake Club Lines, White Lake, N. Y., certificate. 
May 5—Chicago, I!I.—Hotel Sherman—Jt. Bd. 73: 
MC 29761—G. W. Welch, Gary, Ind., certificate or permit. 
May 5—Columbia, S. C.—Federal Court—Examiner Werner: 
MC 84404, Sub. 2—Kelly’s Transfer, Sumter, S. C., certificate to ex- 
tend operations. 
May 5—Fargo, N. D.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 24: 
MC 93899—E. Hendrickson, Ulen, Minn., certificate or permit. 
MC 93925—E. J. LaCoursiere, Red Lake Falls, Minn., certificate. 
MC 94476—A. M. Anderson, Warren, Minn., certificate or permit. 
May 5—Lansing, Mich.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 57: 
MC 89760—F. C. Livesay, Sandcreek, Mich., certificate. 
May 5—Lynchburg, Va.—U. S. Court—Examiner Griffin: 
28167—Traffic Bureau, Lynchburg Chamber of Commerce for Lynch- 
burg Iron & Metal Co. vs. A. & R. et al. 
May 5—New York, N. Y.—641 Washington St.—Examiner Kephart: 
1. & S. M-646—Matches—Perth Amboy, N. J., to Philadelphia, Pa. 
May 5—Philadelphia, Pa.—Benjamin Franklin Hotel—Jt. Bds. 255 and 
199: 
MC 100058—N. Rego, Philadelphia, Pa., permit. 
MC 100092—A. LaSorte, Wilmington, Del., certificate. 
May 5—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Garofalo: 
MC 30047—Pennsylvania Transfer Co., New Castle, Pa., certificate 
or permit. 
MC 30047, Sub. 1—Pennsylvania Transfer Co., New Castle, Pa., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 
May 5—San Francisco, Calif.—Empire Hotel—Jt. Bd. 75: 
MC 73138—Warren Transportation Co., Hayward, Calif., certificate 
or permit. 
May 5—Spokane, Wash.—Davenport Hotel—Jt. Bd. 169: 
MC 100165—F. Helton, Palouse, Wash., certificate. 
May 5—St. Louis, Mo.—Court and Customs Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 135 and Ex- 
aminer Dunn: 
MC 89628—C. Scott, Sullivan, Mo., certificate. 
MC 95718—H. George, Karnak, IIl., permit. 
May 5—St. Louis, Mo.—Court & Customs Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 135: 


MC 93739—Hartung Transportation Co., Bourbon, Mo., certificate on 
permit. 


MC 94270—H. Burnett, St. Louis, permit. 
MC 100052—D. B. Sullivan, St. Louis, permit. 
May 5—Syracuse, N. Y.—U. S. Court—Examiner Armes: 
28203—Donald V. Sotherden vs. N. Y. C. et al. 
May 5—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
17000, Part 4—Rate structure investigation, petroleum and petroleum 
products. 
Fourth section application 17413—Gasoline and kerosene to Alabama. 
May 5—Washington, D. C.—Commissioner Aitchison: 
Finance 11040—St. L. S. W. reorganization. 


May 5—Wichita, Kan.—Allis Hotel—Examiner Dawson: 
1. & S. M-648—Burch Truck Line, commodities from and to Wichita, 
Kan. 
1. & S. M-664—Electric batteries and parts, St. Louis, Mo., to Kansas. 
May 6—Fargo, N. D.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 24: 
MC 93928—O. Olson, Waubun, Minn., certificate or permit. 


HELP WANTED—An opportunity for young man with railroad rate 
experience to advance in well-established portland cement company 
located in large city in Ohio. Knowledge of handling of rates, orders, 
routes and tracing of cement shipments necessary to qualify for posi- 
tion. Give full details as to age, education, experience, and salary 
expected to receive full consideration. Replies confidential. An ex- 
cellent opportunity for the right man. Address Box IP-1, Traffic World, 
418 South Market St., Chicago, Il. 
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May 6—Lansing, Mich.—State Comm.—Examiner Harrison: 
1. & S. M-636—Consolidated Freight Co., commodities from Flint, 
Mich. 


May 6—New York, N. Y.—641 Washington St.—Examiner Kephart: 
MC 69116—Spector Motor Service, Inc., New Britain, Conn., cer- 
tificate. 


May 6—Philadelphia, Pa.—Benjamin Franklin Hotel—Jt. Bd. 67: 
McC 100017—R. F. Swisher, Upper Darby, Pa., permit. 


May 6—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Garofalo: 
MC 31486, Sub. 1—W. A. Shields, Steubenville, O., permit to extend 
operations. 
May 6—Spokane, Wash.—Davenport Hotel—Jt. Bd. 80: 
MC 95793—Rosalia Transfer, Rosalia, Wash., certificate. 


May 6—St. Louis, Mo.—Court & Customs Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 135: 
MC 92675—U. S. Express and Hauling, St. Louis, certificate or permit. 


May 8—Chicago, II|.—Hotel Sherman—Examiner Linn: 
MC 59762—Advance Transportation Co., of Illinois, Inc., Chicago, IIl., 
certificate or permit. 
May 8—Chicago, IIl.—Morrison Hotel—Examiner Rice: 
28174—-Goldman Trading Corporation vs. C. B. & Q. et al. 
28198—Hyman-Michaels Co. vs. B. & O. et al. 


May 8—Dallas, Tex.—Baker Hotel—Examiner Johnson: 
28231—Walter Verhalen Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. 


May 8—Fargo, N. D.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 24: 
MC 44790, Sub. 2—C. Maughan, Moorhead, Minn., certificate to extend 
operations. 
MC 93999—G. Visser, Ada, Minn., certificate or permit. 
May 8—Greenville, S. C.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bds. 131 and 177: 
MC 71737, Sub. 1—H. G. Henson, Spartanburg, S. C., certificate to 
extend operations. 
MC 89933—Frank Calvin Moon, Greenville, S. C., permit. 
May 8—Hartford, Conn.—State Comm.—Examiner Coyle: 
Ex Parte MC 22—New England motor carrier rates. 


May 8—Knoxville, Tenn.—U. S. Court—Examiner Griffin: 
28175—Rex Jellico Coal Co. et al. vs. L. & N. 


May 8—Lansing, Mich.—State Comm.—Examiner Harrison: 
MC 30897—Consolidated Freight Co., Saginaw, Mich., certificate or 
permit. 
MC 35628—Interstate Motor Freight System, Inc., Detroit, certificate. 
MC 94350—Sheldon Driveaway Service, Saginaw, Mich., certificate. 
MC 35628, Sub. 1—Interstate Motor Freight System, Inc., Grand 
Rapids, Mich., certificate to extend operations. 
May 8—Lewiston, Ida.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 49: 
MC 2209, Sub. 1—Clearwater Transportation Co., Lewiston. 
MC 5041, Sub. 1—Gaffney Stage Lines, Orofino, Ida., certificate to 
extend operations. 


May 8—Louisville, Ky.—Brown Hotel—Examiner Bradford: 
* MC C-105—Frankfort Distilleries, Inc., vs. AAA Highway Express 
et al. 
May 8—New York, N. Y.—Hotel New Yorker—Examiner Steer: 
Electric railway docket 8—Status of Hudson & Manhattan. 
May 8—New York, N. Y.—Port of New York Authority—Examiner 
Armes: 
28211—American Norit Co. vs. A. C. & Y. et al. 


May 8—New York, N. Y.—641 Washington St.—Examiner Kephart: 
MC 60846 and Sub. 1—S. Osmulski, Springfield, N. J., certificate or 
permit and to extend operations. 


May 8—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Skirvin Hotel—Examiner Clifford: 
MC F-422—Riss & Co., Inc., purchase, Sooner Distributing Co., Inc. 


May 8—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Skirvin Hotel—Examiner Clifford: 
* MC F-833—W. F. Carey et al., control and management, Commercial 
Carriers, Inc., et al. 
* MC F-866—United Transports, Inc. (Delaware), consolidation, United 
Transports, Inc. (Missouri) and Hugh Breeding Transport, Inc.; 
R. G. Woods, control and management, United Transports, Inc. 
(Delaware), and Auto Convoy Co. 
May 8—Philadelphia, Pa.—Benjamin Franklin Hotel—Examiner Sul- 
livan: 
MC 89984—A. Bianco, Wilmington, Del., certificate. 
MC 92141—E. F. O'Hara, Philadelphia, Pa., certificate. 
MC 100108—H. Eidell, Philadelphia, Pa., permit. 


May 8—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Garofalo: 
MC 77477—T. R. Monticue, Uniontown, Pa., certificate or permit. 
MC 89903, Sub. 1—Beam & Firestone, Somerset, Pa., permit. 


May 8—Rock Springs, Wyo.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 85: 
MC 29736, Sub. 1—Rains Transportation Co., Pinedale, Wyo., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 


CHANGES IN DOCKET 

Hearing in fourth section applications 17610 and 17638, assigned 
for April 19, at Washington, D. C., was cancelled and reassigned for 
April 20, at Washington, D. C., before Examiner Way. 

Hearing in 28000, Sub. 14, assigned for April 21, at Omaha, Neb., 
was cancelled. 

Hearing in I. & S. M-616, assigned for April 17, at Memphis, Tenn., 
was cancelled. 

Hearing in MC 14804, assigned for April 21, at Greensboro, N. C., 
was cancelled. 

Hearing in MC 70275, Sub. 5, assigned for April 20, at Billings, 
Mont., was cancelled. 

Hearing in MC 89537, assigned for April 20, at Little Rock, Ark., 
was cancelled. 
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HEVROLET 


TRUCKS 


UNBEATABLE FOR DEPENDABILITY 
AND ECONOMY! 


There is every reason in the world why you 
should now benefit by what Chevrolet has to 
offer in the way of better trucks, greater truck 
economy, and wide range of models covering 
every possible truck requirement. 

Because, in 1939 Chevrolet is in a better 
position to meet your hauling needs—whatever 


they are—than at any other time in Chevrolet 


CHEVROLET 


history. All the way from smart, speedy delivery 
trucks to massive heavy-duty units of 14,000 
pounds gross rating, Chevrolet offers 45 models 
... eight different wheelbases . .. and an amaz- 
ing variety of factory-built bodies. 

This is a good time to take advantage of 
Chevrolet dependability and economy —qualities 
which have made Chevrolet the nation’s largest 
builder of trucks. 


MOTOR DIVISION, General Motors Sales Corporation, DETROIT, MICHIGAN 


General Motors Instalment Plan—convenient, economical monthly payments. A General Motors Value. 


_——__| ee _ 
// CHEVROLET 
Eon 
MASSIVE NEW SUPREMLINE TRUCK STYLING... COUPE-TYPE CABS... VASTLY IMPROVED VISIBILITY e 
FAMOUS VALVE-IN-HEAD TRUCK ENGINE e POWERFUL HYDRAULIC TRUCK BRAKES (Vacuum-Power 
Brake Equipment optional on Heavy Duty models at additional cost) e FULL-FLOATING REAR AXLE on 
Heavy Duty models only (2-Speed Axle optional on Heavy Duty models at additional cost) 





“| HAVE A COMPLETE TARIFF FILE”. . . 


when we talk to them about installing the 


famous HARTMAN Guides. 


and no doubt they have .. . BUT 


. so have thousands of others. Yet they wouldn’t 
be without HARTMAN’S Guides. Why? Because 


these modern, up-to-the-minute guides supply the 


wanted information in one-tenth the time—and 
without any of that old-fashioned, tedious searching 
through aggravating cross references and checking 
countless supplements. In other words, the HART- 
MAN way is the MODERN way .. . quicker... 
costs less by saving many hours of time . . . and is 
completely authentic. 

The wearisome, aggravating, time-wasting way— 

checking and rechecking countless cross references 


and supplements. Old-fashioned, costly, frequently 
inaccurate. 


That’s why HARTMAN’S Guides are in daily 
use by every large industry in the country (and 
many of the smaller ones, too) .. . and by lead- 
ing Steamship Lines, Audit Bureaus, Freight 
Forwarders, Trucking Companies and Rail- 
roads. And remember ... HARTMAN’S Guides 
show TARIFF AUTHORITY for all rates! That 
means you are never in doubt when filing over- 
charge claims, quoting rates, ete. Wouldn't 
such an assurance be valuable to you? Of 
course it would, so why not have it? 


Just off the press! 
THE SEMI-ANNUAL ISSUE OF 


3 
HARTMAN Ss The fast, accurate, time-saving way—with HARTMAN’S Guides 
(The Ratemaster, The Eastern Guide, The Chicago Guide). Find 
CHICAGO MOTOR TRANSPORT GUIDE any rate in a matter of seconds ...and the TARIFF AUTHORITY 
for it, simultaneously! 
@ 190 clearly printed pages giving complete truck routes 


from Chicago to cities and towns in 45 states and also} Write today for sample pages of HARTMAN’S Guides and 
truck rates from Chicago to principal cities. Highly ss : . ‘ 

useful, efficiently indexed, handy, complete. Two fine see for yourself how instantly informative they are. Also tell 
issues per year for a total cost of only $2.50, the an- ad : Ss Be = ce Se 
nual subscription rate. Order yours today. Remember— us where your factories and warehouses are located. We'll 


TWO ISSUES PER YEAR FOR ONLY $9.50 analyze your situation and advise how we can help. No obli- 


gation. Write us now. 


HARTMAN'S FREIGHT RATE SERVICE, INC. 


FOR TRAFFIC MEN—BY TRAFFIC MEN 


732 FEDERAL ST. Established 1908 CHICAGO, ILL. 








